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Current Topics. 


to be Protected. 


**Anzac 


AT THE time when the word ‘‘ Anzac’’ first became famou 
we expressed the hope that the good sense of the community 
would prevent its being used for purposes of trad Failing 


this, we suggested that there should be statutory prohibition 
We notice that it is now proposed to take this step, and the 
Government have introduced a Bill to prohibit the use of the 
word ‘‘ Anzac ’’ in connection with any trade, business, calling, 
its u 


or profession. The Australian Government f rbad 
13, 623) 


some months ago (60 So.icrrors’ JOURNAL, pp. 6 


, 

The League to Enforce Peace. 

WE TOOK occasion last week to notice the formation in 
America of the League to Enforce Peace, and we printed its 
programme (ante, p. 14) We believe there has been some 
surprise among its supporters that the.movement has not re 
ceived more general recognition here Any omission, however, 
which there may have been in this respect is amply atoned for 
by the reference to the League in the speech delivered by 
Viscount Grey on Monday to the Foreign Press Association 
In answer, he said, to a correspondent who had sounded him 
upon the subject of what neutrals can do, he had written 


| believe the best work that neutr il an do for the moment 1s 
te york up an opinion Tor such an agreement between nations as 
vill prevent a war like this from h ippening again If nations had 
been united in such an agreement, and prompt and resolute to 
insist in July, 1914, that the dispute must be referred to a confer 
ence or to The Hague, and that the Belgian Treaty must be 


obser d. there would have been no war 
The belligerent nations, he said, could not be expected to 
have time to spend upon developing ideas of what could be 
done after victory was secured, but such work in neutral 


countries as that of the League to Enforce Peace was work to 


which all would look with favour and hope No one can 
doubt that this expresses the feeling of those who over her 
have given attention to the matter, and we are glad to see thi 

















appreciative notice of the League by the statesman who, on 
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questions touching neutrals, can speak with most authority. We 
print on the page to which it is specially appropriate a passage 
of singular beauty and pathos from Viscount Grey's speech 


on the sacrifice of young men 


Men of Forty-one, 

Ir 1s no part of our business to discuss the policy of employ 
ing for military service men who have reached the age of 
forty-one. And we need not assume the functions of a court 
of conscience and attempt to answer those problems of casuistry 
which for some days have worried the Press and the House of 
Commons (1) whether a promise made by a responsible 
minister in Parliament during discussion of a Government Bill 
is a binding ‘ a mere ‘‘ declaration of intention ’’ 
(2) whether, if a pledge, it is to be regarded as merely con- 
ditional, and subject to a mental reservation that it ceases to 
be binding in some unspecified state of future emergency ; and 
(3) whether, if a pledge, breach of it can be justified on the 
ground of urgent national necessity in accordance with the 
Lawyers interested in a 


pledge ”’ or 


maxim Salus rei publica suprema ler. 
legal discussion of these questions may be recommended to 
read the scholarly discussion of the Jesuitical doctrines known 
as the ‘‘ Economy of Truth’’ and the ‘‘ Reserve of Truth ’’ 
contained in the A ppendix to Mr. Granam Bower’s standard 
on ‘‘ Misrepresentation.’’ But as regards the legal 
position of men aged forty-one the position seems reasonably 
clear. If they have attested, they are liable to serve, as 
enlisted men passed into the reserve, whatever their age may 
If they are unattested men, then they 


treatise 


be when called up. 
are liable to serve if they reached the age of 41 after 2nd 
March. 1916. in the case of single men, and after 26th June 
A difficulty occurs in the case of 


in the case of married men 
a few days after that 


unattested men who reach either age 
date. but who have in the meantime obtained a certificate of 
temporary exemption which carries them over the critical age. 
For the Military Service Act (No. 1) 1916, excepts from its 
operation men for the time being holding a certificate of 
exemption ’’ granted under the provisions of the Act. But 
the true construction of clause 1 (1) seems to be that these 
men, when their certificate expires, come inside the Act what- 


ever their then age 


Quia Timet Prohibitions, 

A VERY INGENIOUS attempt has just been unsuccessfully 
made to extend the principle of Quia timet injunctions to the 
Writ of Prohibition (R. v. Army 
Couned, ha part Burns, Times, 24th inst.) Here the appli- 
cant had attempted to enlist in the London Rifle Brigade and 
had been rejected by the recruiting officer of that regiment, 
not. by the district recruiting officer appointed for each recruit- 
He received no notice requiring himself to present 
himself for re-examination by a medical board, as provided 
by section 3 (2) of the Military Service Act (No 2), 1916 But 
nevertheless on llth October he received an order calling him 
from 26th October and containing the usual 
warning as to the penalty for disobedience. Now, if Burns 
was “‘ rejected in the technical the term when 
refused for the Rifle Brigade, he is clearly exempt from service 
under clause 5 of the Schedule to the first Military Service 
Act. But the question whether rejection in any case is valid 
or not depends on complicated Army Orders to which the public 
are not given Therefore, in order to get the question 
of his liability determined beforehand, an application to the 
Divisional Court on his behalf was made praying for the issue 
of a rule nisi directing the military authorities to shew cause 
why a Writ of Prohibition should not issue. A difficulty in 
the way is obvious Prohibition is primarily a means of 
restraining courts or bodies possessing quasi-judicial authority 
from acting in excess of jurisdiction or in breach of their pro- 
Perhaps it also applies where an executive officer is 
carry out an irregular order of an inferior 
judicial tribuna!. But it does not apply to purely administra- 
tive bodies. So the Court refused to issue the writ. Of 
course, if the applicant waits until 26th October and disobeys 


issue of the Prerogative 


ing area 


up for service as 


sense oft 


access 


cedure 


roceeding to 





the call-up order he can then get the question decided by a 
magisterial court on a summons against him as an absentee, 
from which decision a case stated is the mode of appeal. But 
there seems no reason why he should wait till then. A possible 
mode of procedure seems to be an action for a declaration, not 
against the Army Council, but against the Attorney-General, 
in accordance with the principle laid down in the celebrated 
Form IV. case (Dyson 'v. A.-G., 1911, 1 K. B. 410; 55 Sorrct- 
Tors’ JouRNAL, 168). There it was held that a person threatened 
with penalties unless he obeys a command of an executive 
officer can anticipate the event by an action for a declaration, 
to which the proper defendant is the Attorney-General. 


Privilege of Doctors. 

IN THE course of a letter to the Press dealing with the com- 
pulsory notification of venereal diseases which some reformers 
advocate, Lord Sypennam, in his capacity of President of the 
National Council for Combating Venereal Diseases, suggests 
that any such measure of compulsion would have to amend the 
law by providing (inter alia) for ‘‘ the granting of privilege 
to any communication made in good faith by a medical man 
in order to prevent the spread of infection.’’ An interesting 
line of enquiry is opened up by this suggestion. How far does 
the existing law penalise a medical man who discloses to third 
parties knowledge of this kind gained in the course of his pro- 
fessional duties? There are four points requiring considera- 
tion. First of all, is he liable to civil or criminal proceedings 
for libel at the suit of his patient? The answer seems to be 
that he is so liable unless he can justify the statement by 
proving its truth, in which case he has an answer to an action 
for damages; though, to defend a criminal prosecution with 
success, he would have to shew not merely the truth of his 
statement, but also that he made it “‘ in the public interest.”’ 
An honest error, made bond fide, only protects the person who 
makes it if he can prove ‘‘ privileged occasion,’’ and even then 
the privilege is rebuttable on proof of malice—which lays 
everyone open to the risk of being forced to defend at great 
cost a civil suit. No doubt, in the case of a statute rendering 
notification compulsory, the ‘‘ occasion ’’ would thereby become 
‘* privileged,’’ since one ground of privilege is the existence 
of a duty to make the disclosure. In the second place, it is 
clear that, under our existing law, except in the case of 
solicitors, ‘‘ professional privilege ’’ cannot be pleaded by a 
witness as an excuse for refusing to answer a question in the 
box ; neither doctors nor confessors have their special position 
recognised by our law. Again, under our present law, dis- 
closure of confidential information acquired by a doctor about 
his patient’s health would be ‘‘ professional misconduct,’’ 
which would entitle the General Medical Council, in the exer- 
cise of its disciplinary functions, to strike his name out of the 
register of qualified practitioners (Medical Act, 1858, s. 29; 
Dr. Playfair’s case, British Medical Journal, 28th March, 
1896). And we can scarcely doubt that the general duty of 
an ex-agent not to disclose confidential secrets acquired in the 
course of his contractual relationship—for which he is liable 
in damages, and can be enjoined in quia timet proceedings 
(Amber, &c., Menzel, 1913, 2 Ch. 239)—would apply 
in the special case of a doctor. But the existence of a statutory 
duty would clearly negative the rule in all these various cases. 


Co. v. 


Affiliation Orders and Corroborative Evidence. 
THERE ARE certain cases in which by statute our criminal 
law requires the case for the Crown to be supported by more 
than one witness (¢.7., treason and certain offences under the 
Criminal Law Amendment Acts); and there are other cases- 
e.g., that of accomplices—where the practice of the courts, 
going beyond the strict rule of law, likewise requires corrobora- 
tion as a condition precedent to conviction. Bastardy cases 
are technically civil, not criminal, proceedings; although 
failure to pay alimony ordered by justices is punishable with im- 
prisonment, in default of distress, whether or not the defendant 
has means to pay. Breach of promise cases are, of course, 
purely civil actions in assumpsit. In both classes of case, how- 
ever, in the former by statute (section 4 of the Bastardy Act, 
1872), and in the latter class by inveterate custom, our courts 
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insist on some corroboration being forthcoming of the com- 
plainant’s story in some ‘‘material’’ particular. ‘‘ Materi- 
ality,’’ however, is always a troublesome quest ion to decide in 
any particular set of circumstances; indeed, in perjury cases, 
the difficulty of proving that a false reply of the witness was 
material to the proceedings in which he gave evidence is the 
notorious stumbling-block which stands in the way of a prose- 
cution. In the case of Burbury v. Jackson (Times, 21st inst.) 
the Divisional Court has just had to consider what precisely is 
the test of ‘‘ materiality ’’ in bastardy corroboration cases. The 
Kenilworth justices had made an affiliation order against the 
son of a farmer on the complaint of a farm-servant employed 
on his father’s farm. The only corroboration of her story was 
that the two, under the conditions of their common employment 
on the farm, were frequently left alone at work in a barn. This 
the justices considered to shew evidence of ‘‘ opportunity,”’ 
and they considered it a material element in the complain- 
ant’s case. But ‘‘opportunity’’ is only material if one 
assumes an overwhelming tendency on the part of the sexes to 
have illicit intercourse with one another whenever chance 
affords them a private interview ; such a doctrine is a libel on 
human nature under civilised conditions. [Illicit intercourse 
only follows upon an ‘“‘ opportunity ’’ when the parties have 
evil intentions and seek the opportunity. As the Lord Chief 
Justice pointed out, secret meetings at night of two young 
persons, or even secret walks by day of a man and woman in 
different social stations, may reasonably be regarded as sus- 
picious and affording evidence of an evil intent; but no such 
inference can be drawn from meetings resulting from common 
employment. The Court accordingly quashed the order of 
the justices. 


Covenants to Settle Property. 

A COVENANT to settle property, whether belonging to the 
covenantor at the time or to be acquired by him afterwards, 
may have a double effect. At law it operates solely as a 
covenant, and in the event of a breach of it by the settlor, 
damages are recoverable. The proper persons to sue for 
damages are the trustees of the settlement, and an action by 
them is liable to be barred by lapse of time (Spickernell v. 
Hotham, Kay, p. 675). But if this difficulty does not arise, 
there seems to be no reason why the damages recoverable should 
not be measured in the ordinary way by the loss which has 
followed from the breach. This is the value of the property 
which the settlor has failed to bring into the settlement; or, 
where the action is not by the trustees, but by a beneficiary 
with a limited interest, the damages recoverable are the value 
of the interest which that. beneficiary has lost (Synge v. Synge, 
1894, 1 Q.B., 406). The question has arisen before Youncer, 
J.,in Re Cavendish-Browne’s Settlement (reported elsewhere), 
and the learned Judge, though not, we understand, without at 
first feeling some difficulty, took the above view, and held, in an 
action by the trustees, that the measure of damages was the 
value of the property which would have come to their hands 
if the covenant had been duly performed. In the case in 
question the covenant was contained in a voluntary settlement, 
so that apparently the only remedy was on the covenant. But 
where, as in the case of a marriage settlement, the covenant 
is for value, it operates not merely as a covenant, but it creates 
an equitable interest in the property which ought to be brought 
in, and this fastens upon the property so soon as it is acquired 
by the settlor. Hence such property can be followed either by 
the trustees, or by beneficiaries who are within the considera- 
tion of the settlement—e.g., in a marriage settlement the issue 
(Pullan v. Koe, 1913, 1 Ch. 9)—but not by beneficiaries who 
are not within the consideration—e.g., the next of kin of the 
wife (Re Plumptre’s Settlement, 1910, 1 Ch. 609). 


Paying Guests as Boarders. 

In private life we draw a great distinction between the 
landlady who lets ‘‘lodgings,’’ the gentlewoman of reduced 
circumstances who keeps a ‘‘ boarding-house,’’ and the people 
of station who, for some special reason, receive temporarily 
But to the law such social distine- 


one or two paying guests. 


tions savour somewhat of privilegiwm, and our common law 
abhors privilege much as nature—in the opinion of the 
medizval schoolmen—abhorred avacuum. This seems to be the 
moral of a recent decision of the Divisional Court upon a case 
stated: Vecsey v. Smith (Times, 19th inst.). Under Regula- 
tion 20 (d) (i) of the Consolidated Regulations, 1915, made 
under the Aliens Restriction Act and Orders, every person 
who (inter alia) keeps a ‘‘ boarding-house’’ must keep a 
register of aliens—friendly, neutral, or enemy subjects—who for 
the time being reside therein and exceed fourteen years of age. 
Now, the appellant and his wife lived in a semi-detached house 
the fellow building to which was occupied by the latter as a 
school for girls. Last year the parents of one of those pupils, a 
little Dutch girl from Java, visited England and were received 
as paying guests in the defendants’ house in order to be near 
their daughter who lived in the school adjoining. One would 
not in ordinary life describe as ‘‘ keeping a boarding-house ”’ 
the receipt of paying guests under these circumstances. The 
phrase rather suggests the carrying on of a business for profit, 
and at least some ‘‘ habitual user’’: see Martin v. Benjamin 
(1907, 1 K. B. 64). But the justices convicted the defendant of 
an offence against the Order, and this conviction the Court 


upheld. 


Copyright in an Idea. 

IN THE Post Annual for 1911 there 
appeared a story entitled ‘‘ Lucy Baxter,’’ of which the central 
idea was the possession of a magic phial, the liquid in which 
turned black on conjugal infidelity, and the filling of the phial 
with ink for a joke. In 1914 there was produced at the Palace 
Theatre a sketch entitled ‘‘ Marriage a la Mode,’’ in which the 
central idea was the possession of a magic phial, the liquid in 
which turned red on conjugal infidelity, and the filling of the 
phial with a red liquid by a butler. In all other respects there 
appears to have been no similarity in the treatment of the 
central idea. The Winning Post Company brought an action 
for infringement of copyright against the Palace Theatre Com- 
pany and the author of the sketch. The action came on for 
trial before Peterson, J. At the trial the author stated that 
he had not read ‘‘ Lucy Baxter,’’ and that he had been told 
the story on which his sketch was founded by someone at the 
Green Room Club. It transpired at the trial that in 1902 
there was published in ‘‘ Gossip,’’ under the title of ‘‘ The 


I nNMinNnGg Summes 


Frenchman’s Phial,’’ a _ story of which the central 
idea was much the same as that in ‘‘ Lucy Baxter,”’ 
although the treatment of the idea was different. 
Peterson, J., dismissed the action with costs. He 


said that in the circumtances it was impossible to 
hold that the defendants had infringed the plaintiffs’ 
copyright; that the one point of resemblance between ‘‘ Lucy 
Baxter’’ and the sketch was the idea of the magic phial which 
changed colour in the event of conjugal infidelity; that the 
idea was not the invention of the authot of ‘‘ Lucy Baxter ”’ 
that he had no monopoly in it; and that it was part of the 
common stock on which all authors were entitled to draw. The 
decision is manifestly right. As we stated (60 SoLicrrors’ 
JourRNAL, 383) in dealing with Mrs. Ettenor Gtiyn’'s 
well-known case, ‘‘there cannot be copyright in an 
idea, but there may be in the material embodying 
an idea,’’ to which we added that it is immaterial 
whether the idea is original or not. In the 
notice the central idea, both in ‘‘ Lucy Baxter ’’ and the sketch, 
was the magic phial, the contents of which changed colour in 
the event of conjugal infidelity, but the treatment of the idea 
was in both cases quite different. The copyright in ‘‘ Lucy 
Baxter’’ consisted, not in the central idea, but in the words 
and situations embodying the idea, and this obviously was not 
infringed by the defendants. 


case under 


Lady Barristers in Paris. 

Two younc ladies, Mademoiselle Atice Lazarp and Made- 
moiselle MarceLLe WEILL, each twenty years of age, took a few 
days ago the oath required on the admission of advocates before 





the First Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine. Their names 
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were shortly afterwards inscribed on the roll of advocates prac- 


tising at the Bar of Paris. We are informed that the number 


of lady advocates will soon number thirty 


Actions by Mixed British and 
Enemy Firms. 


ment, when the post hellum status whic h 
| to aliens by the Legislature, is so much 
ery important case in which the existing 
an authoritative court 
and certainly not the 

Condilis & Nons v. 


iaw 1 ing to aliens is elucidated by 
ha al | 

least im importa of such cases is U. G 
Hlarold Viet o. (Times, 24th inst Be 
been overruled by the Court of Appeal 
s, L.JJ., and Lawrence, J.). To 
a little out of harmony 
and the question of distinguish- 


er \ ie to lawyers The last, 
in which a decision 
of SARGANT, J } 
BANKI 
, at first sight, 


(SWINFEN Eapy and 
some extent the case | 
with another recent decision, 
ing the two therefore merits consideration 
The facts in the case before Sarcant, J 


plaintiff firm, who carry on a 


were these: The 
shipping business at Man- 
the defendants, another 
Their action was framed 


chester brought an action against 


firm ol hipper in the same city 


in tort tor detinue ind conversion of a cargo of cloth, and 
¢ tor breach of a contract to sell and 


contracts were made, and the detention 


alternatively in sm p 
deliver the cloth The 
took place, prior to the outbreak of war between England and 
Turkey on 5th Nov 1914; so that if the contract were 
British and Turkish subjects it would be an ante 
ation, and so also the alleged tort or breach of 
contract No questions as to the termination by outbreak of 
onsidered, since the right of action sued on 


ember, 
between 


bellum oblig 


war, then, nee i be « 
arose prior to the war Needless to add, in the case of an alien 
enemy, such right of action is suspended during the war. 

Now, when the action was brought by the firm, the writ being 
issued from the Manchester District Registry, the defendants 
served the usual notice asking for a declaration of the names 
of the plaintiff firm’s partners, and it appeared that they con- 
sisted of three perso one a British subject carrying on the 
firm’s business during the war, and the other two Turkish 
ubjects, and, therefore, now alien enemies. Thereupon the 
ipphed to the District Registrar to strike out the 
it, on the ground that the joint-plaintiffs 
included alien enemies who could not sue Neither the Dis- 
n appeal SarGcant, J.(sitting in chambers), 
prayed for; but the Court of Appeal 
could not be maintained pending the war, 


defendants 


action, oO! bay 


trict Registrar, nor 
would make the order 
held that the suit 
and accordingly they ordered a stay 
There are one or two points of law arising out of these facts 
The outbreak of war, of course, 
terminates a partnership between subjects and alien enemies; 
led by the judgment of Chancellor Kent in the 
Waddington (16 John- 
son, 438), which has been accepted in our courts as good law 
(Esposito v. Bowden, 7 E. & B., p 785: Stevenson d& Sons 
(Limited) v Litrengese Msc haft ful 
1916, 1 K. B. 763) The last-quoted case also shews that the 
British partners are entitled to the assets of the firm—being in 
ind can maintain actions to recover these assets. 
[t seems rea following on this, that aright of 
action, accruing before the war, is part of the assets of the firm 
and vests in the continuing partners, either on the analogy of 
survivorship to a joint estate or because they are in possession. 
If so, what prevents the surviving British partner from suing ? 
But the Court of Appeal would not have this. They refused 
to regard an action brought by the firm in respect of an ante- 
hellum contract or tort to joint 
brought by the continuing partner—who ¢s now the firm. They 
insisted on regarding it as an action brought by all three 
partners as joint contractors or joint owners of the property 
converted. Of course, if that is so, then the principle of 
Letien-Gesellschaft, de. vo Mersey Chemical Works (Limited) 
and Levinste (Limited) (31 T. L. R. 225) applies, and 


, , 
which are reasonably clear 
this was deci 
famous American case of Griswold vy 


Cartonnage n-Industrie, 


posses On 


onable to argue, 


joint property, as an action 





the action is not maintainable pendente bello; for in that case 
it was decided that a joint appeal (or action) by alien enemies 
and subjects, as plaintiffs, is on the same footing as an action 
by an alien enemy alone Obviously, however, this principle 
only applies when the action is so brought, and it assumes that 
in the present case an action in the name of the firm is an action 
in the name of the original, not the surviving, partners. Surely 
this rather begs a very large question. Incidentally the case 


shews that the doctrine of a state of war interfering with the 
contracts of individuals is a two-edged weapon, and hurts 
friends as well as enemies. 





The Assignment of a Right of 
Indemnity. 


In British Union and National Insurance Uo. v. Rawson (1916, 
2 Ch. 152; in C. A. (60 Soticrrors’ Journai, p. 679) the 
Court of Appeal, affirming Astsury, J., have followed Le 
Perkins (1898, 2 Ch. 182), and have held that a right of 
indemnity is assignable. 

Now, as was said by Stiruinc, L.J., in Dawson vy. Great 
Northern and City Railway (1905, 1 K. B., at p. 271):— 
‘* An assignment of a mere right of litigation is bad (/’rosser 
v. Edmonds, 1 Y. & C. Ex. 481); but an assignment of property 
is valid, even although that property may be incapable of being 
recovered without litigation: see Dickinson v. Burrell (L. R. 
1 Eq. 337).’’ Hence the assignability of a right of indemnity 
appears to depend on whether it is a mere mght of action or 
whether it amounts to property. A right of action for damages 
for tort cannot be assigned (Defries vy. Milne, 1913, 1 Ch. 98); 
and the right to set aside a deed on the ground of fraud was 
never assignable either at law or in equity: see Fitzroy v. 
Cave (1905, 2 K. B., at p. 371). Again, a mere right of 
action to recover damages tor a past breach of contract is not 
assignable (May v. Lane, 64 L. J. Q. B. 236). Whether such 
a right can be assigned in conjunction with the land or other 
property in respect of which the contract was entered into was 
left open by the Court of Appeal in Torkington v. Magee (1903, 
1 K. B. 644) and Powell v. Helmsley (1909, 2 Ch., at p. 258) ; 
but the decision in Williams v. Protheroe (1829, 3 Y. & J. 129) 
is in favour of the view that such an assignment is valid. At 
common law a debt was regarded as a strictly personal obliga- 
tion, and with certain exceptions the assignment of a debt was 
open to the objection of maintenance. But the courts of 
equity took a different view, and, since the Judicature Act, 
‘A debt must be regarded as a piece of property capable of 
legal assignment in the same sense as a bale of goods ’’’ (per 
Cozens-Harpy, L.J., in Fitzroy v. Cave, 1905, 2 K. B., at 
Pp 373) 

The question, therefore, arises whether a right of indemnity 
ought to be regarded as analogous to a right of action for a 
past breach of contract, and therefore unassignable, or as 
analogous to a debt so as to come within the exception intro- 
duced by courts of equity into the common law rule. Now 
if we take as an example of a right of indemnity a marine 
policy, or a policy against fire (which are clearly contracts of 
indemnity: see (‘astellain v. Preston, 4 Q. B. D. 380), it is 
material to consider what is the right of the insured after loss 
and before the amount of such loss has been finally determined 
by the judgment of the Court or agreement between the parties 
In Randall v. Lithgow (12 Q. B. D., at p. 529), Warkrin- 
Witurams, J., defined this right ‘‘ as a mere claim for un- 
liquidated damages.”’ On the other hand, Kay, L.J., 

Re English and Scottish Mercantile Investment Co. (1892, 2 
Q. B., at p. 716), speaks of it as “‘a debt ’’ owing by the in- 
surance company. The definition given by WATKIN-WILLIAMS, 
J., is supported by certain old authorities (see Grant v. Royal 
Exchange Assurance Co., 5 M. & 8. 529; Luchie v. Bushby, 
13 C. B. 864); but it is submitted that the use of the word 
‘damages’ is misconceived. A right to indemnity is the 
converse of a right to damages. ‘‘ The right to damages is 
given in consequence of the breach of the original contract 
between the parties. It is an incident which the law attaches 
to the breach of a contract, and is not a provision of the con- 
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tract itself’’ (per Bowen, L.J., in Birmingham and District 
Land Co, vy. London and North Western Railway Co., 34 
Ch. D., at pp. 274-275). In the case of insurance there is no 
breach of contract by the insurance company, and the right of 
the insured to be indemnified by the company arises out of the 
provisions of the contract itself. The mere fact that a claim is 
unliquidated does not, it is submitted, make it a claim for 


damages. On the other hand, a right of indemnity for an un- 


liquidated amount cannot correctly be described as a debt, since | 


it is not, like a debt, subject to any right of set-off (see Pelles 
v. Neptune Marine Insurance Co., 5 C. P. D. 34): nor can the 
amount recoverable from the insurance company be garnisheed 
by a judgment creditor of the insured (Randall vy. 
12 Q. B. D. 525). 

By the Marine Insurance Act, 1906, s. 50, which replaces the 
Policies of Marine Assurance Act, 1868, a marine policy is now 
expressly made assignable either before or after loss ; but under 
the earlier statute it was held that an attempted transfer of the 
beneficial interest in the policy before /oss to a person having 
no beneficial interest in the subject-matter was inoperative. 
After the loss, however, ‘‘ the right to indemnity no longer 
depends on the right of property in the subject-matter of the 
insurance, so far as it still exists, but the right of property in 
the thing or portion of the thing lost (per BLacksurn, J., in 
Lloyd vy. Fleming, L. R. 7 Q. B., at p. 302). The assignment 
of the policy after loss may therefore on principle be supported 
on the ground that it is an assignment of the property in the 
thing lost (see Swan and Cleveland Graving Dock and Slipway 
Co. v. Maritime Insurance Co., 1907, 1 K. B. 116). That a 
fire policy may also be assigned after loss to a person who, prior 
to the assignment, had no interest in the property insured, 
seems to have been assumed by the Court of Appeal in Re Eng 
lish and Scottish Mercantile Investment Trust (1892, 2 (). B 
700). These decisions do not, however, establish that a right of 
indemnity is in itself property, but merely that a right of in 
demnity may be assigned in connection with property whether 
that property is existing or destroyed. 

The rules as to champerty and maintenance do not apply to 
an assignment by a trustee in bankruptcy. Thus a trustee 
in bankruptcy may assign the equity to set aside a deed or the 
right of a lessee to relief against forfeiture (see Seear v. 
Lawson, 15 Ch. D. 426; Guy v. Churchill, 40 Ch. D. 481; 
Howard v. Fanshawe, 1895, 2 Ch. 581). These decisions were 
applied by the Court of Appeal in He Perkins (supra) to a 
right of indemnity, which clearly falls within the very wide 
definition of ‘‘ property ’’’ in section 167 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1914, as being a thing in action ; and, indeed, the judg- 
ment of the Court of Appeal was based on the fact that the 
trustee in bankruptcy was empowered by the combined effect 
of sections 56 and 168 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (sections 
55 and 167 of the present Act), to sell any thing in action 
belonging to the bankrupt. That case, therefore, was strictly 
not an authority for the general proposition that a mere right 
of indemnity is assignable. Re Richardson (1911, 2 K. B. 705) 
was also a bankruptcy case. There the trustee in bankruptcy 
of a lessee who held as trustee and who was entitled to a right 
of indemnity against his cestu: que trust, instead of assigning 
the benefit to the landlord, concurred in an action by the land- 
lord against the cestui que trust It is obvious that the land- 
lord could not himself have sued (Ramage v. Womack, 1900, 
1 Q. B. 116); and the right of action was vested in the trustee 
in bankruptcy alone. It was held in that case that, inasmuch 
as the cestui que trust was beneficial owner of*the lease, and 
therefore concerned to see that the money she paid went to the 
landlord, so as to relieve the property from forfeiture, the 
amount recovered ought to be paid by the trustee in bank- 
ruptey to the landlord. On the other hand, in Rendall v 
Mor phew (112 L. T. 285), Eve, J., heid that the rights under 
a covenant of indemnity are not. assignable 

In British Union and National Insurance Co. vy. 
(supra) the plaintiffs recovered judgment against a married 
woman, Mrs. Bonn, in respect of a liability on shares which 
she had transferred to an infant. Rawson had agreed to in- 


Rawson 


Lithgou i 


| demnify her against this liability, and by a deed of assignment 
| she purported to assign the right of indemnity to the plaintiffs. 

It is clear that the plaintiffs could not have garnisheed the sum 

recoverable from Rawson (Johnson vy. Diamond, 24 L. J. 

Exch. 217), and could not have compelled Mrs. Bonp to pursue 
her remedy against Rawson If Mrs. Bonn had actually paid 
| the debt she owed to the plaintiffs, it may be that the liability 
| of Rawson would have ripened into a debt, which would be 
| assignable as property. But Mrs. Bonp had no separate estate, 
| and had paid nothing under the judgment, and it would seem 
| that what she assigned was a bare chose in action. Both 
Astsury, J., and the Court of Appeal appear to have 
| considered that the case was covered by the decision in Re 
Perkins (supra), but it is possible that sufficient weight was 
not attached to the special considerations affecting that case. 


The Late Mr. Thomas Barnes. 


f Mr. Tuomas Barnes, the Principal Olerk 
is a severe loss to the public 


Tue untimely death 
of the Companies (Winding-up) Office, 
service 

Mr. Barnes began his official career under the late R. W. Peake, 
the last survivor of the eight original Chief Clerks appointed under 
the Act of 1852, which abolished the office of Master in Chancery. 
Practitioners old enough to recall that able and courteous gentle- 
valuable was the training which a 
swbhordinate received at his hands; but neither this training, nor 
the experience which Mr. Barnes afterwards gained in other 
branches of the Court, would have fitted an ordinary man for the 
Principal Clerk in 


man W understand ‘how 


multifarious duties and responsibilities of the 
W inding-up 

The newly-created registrar and his small staff had to face a situa 
tion of peculiar difficulty, seeing that the department was called 
upon to exercise the triple Chancery functions of Chief Clerk, 
Registrar, and Taxing Master. To many practitioners this seemed 
a manifest impossibility, but Mr. Barnes rose to the occasion 
and revealed powers of no common order. With the loyal co-opera- 
tion of his subordinates, he was able to arrange such an adjust- 
ment of the work that the Registrar was left free to devote himself 
almost entirely to what may be called the “Chief Clerk” duties 
of his office, and—subject, of course, to a chief's inherent authority 
and control—his staff took over the rest 

The functions af either a Taxing Master or a Chancery Registrar 
are no child’s play, but the equipment of both these officers was 
only a part of the burden which the Principal Clerk took upon his 
shoulders. Mr. Barnes, however, made himself master of all the 
werk which the adjustment had cast upon him; and, fired by his 
example, the junior officials did wonders of the like kind 

t goes without s ving that the man who thus organized the 
department and educated himself to deal with matters hitherto 
outside his province had a good brain, and it is almost as needless 
to point out that mere intellectual power would never have enabled 
him to get the machine into working order and keep it running 
smoothly until he died. It is doing only bare justice to his memory 

as will be readily admitted by the survivors of the three Registrars 
under whom he served—to put on record that what he accomplished 
was no Jess than this 

The main secret of his success lay in the fact that, to an industry 
which never flagged and a buoyancy which nothing could depress, 
he united the gift of being a shrewd judge of men. He was easy 
and genial with the practitioners who came before him, but he 
knew whom he could trust; and this insight, coupled with an 
eagerness to learn and a modesty which led him to despise no 
source of knawledge, however humble, carried him far. 

‘He made the Winding-up Office,” said a managing clerk of 
great experience a day or two after Mr. Barnes’ death, and in this 
summary of his labours all those who knew him will unhesitating]l y 


concur. CyristiaAN TEARLE. 





In the House of Commons on the 18th inst. Mr. Pretyman, replying 
to Sir E. Cornwall, stated that the money in the hands of the Public 
Trustee arising from the liquidation of German interests in this country 
£2.312,224. He had no information as to the amount of 
held in Germany from the liquidation of British 
interests there. Answering further questions, Mr. Pretyman said the 
money was placed in the hands of the Public Trustee. It was not lying 
ind the Public Trustee might invest it in British Govern- 
whatever way he thought fit 


smounted to 
money similarly 


in the banks, 
ment securities or in 
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Reviews. 
Smith’s Leading Cases. 


A Sevecrion or Leapinc Cases on Various Brancues or THE LAW 
Wirns Nores. By Jonn Wittium Sire. Tue Turrp anv FourtH 
Epitions, by the Right Hon. Sir James SHaw Wittes and Sir 
Henry Sincer Keatine, Justices of the Common Pleas; Tue Firtu 
AND SixtaH Epitions, by Frep. Pati Mavupe and THomas Epwarp 
Curry, Barristers-at-Law; Tue Seventu, Eicutru, anp NINTH 
Epitions, by the Right Hon. Lord Cotiins, Lord of Appeal, and 
Rosert Geo. Arsutunot, Barrister-at-Law; THe Twetrrn Epition, 
by Tuomas Wittes Cuirty, Joun Hersert Wituiams, LL.M., and 
Water Hussey Gairriru, K.C., Barristers-at-Law. In'Two Volumes 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 1915. £3 15s 
The method of stating and elucidating the law by means of 

leading cases is a natural result of the English system of case 

made jaw ’ 
decision of unquestioned authority just covering his own case, 
and, such exact authority, his next resource is 
some leading case from which the principle on which he relies 
can be deduced ; while, apart from actual advocacy, the knowledge 
of leading cases is the surest way of attaining familiarity with 
that large body of which the Statute Book. 
“ Fifty or sixty leading cases, thoroughly understood and distinctly 
recollected, will ibe found of value in practice, 
sure landmarks placed upon the trackless 
wrote Samue] Warren in his “ Law Studies” 
in the third edition (1863)), the first edition 
and Mr. J. W. Smith acknow 
passage he took the idea of his Leading 
edition of the Leading Cases was published 
ipart from this express recognition of the origin 
it would be difficult to that it could have 
a timne as two years. 


much legal work of high 


Nothing is so serviceable to the advocate as a reported 


in the absence of 


law exists outside 
incalculable 
serving as 80 
wilds of the 
(chap 26, sect. 7 
of which was published in 1835; 
ledged that from this 
Cases But the first 
in 1837, and 
of the work, 
been produced in so short 

But the learned author crowded 
merit into a short working life. A sketch of him is given in 
the Dictionary of National Biography (Vol. 53, p. 92.) Born in 
1809, he was educated at Westminster School and Trinity Oollege, 
Dublin, and joined the Inner Temple in 1827. After practising 
for some years as a special pleader, he was called to the Bar in 
1834. Before publishing the Leading Cases he had already earned 
reputation by his “ Compendium of Mercantile Law” (1834), and 
his “ Elementary View of the Proceedings in an Action at Law” 
(1836). From 18357 to 1843 he was the Law Institu- 
tion, and in 1840 was appointed to a revising barristership—the 
office for legal merit not yet coined into pro- 
fessional He died of consumption in 1845. Other works 

the Law of Contracts and the Law of Landlord and Tenant 
founded on his lectures at the Law Institution, were published 
after his death. All have through numerous 
but his fame as a legal writer mainly rests on the Leading Cases, 
which the Dictionary of National Biography describes as a work 
of incalculable benetit to the student; and, may add, of still 
more benefit to the practitioner 


But the changing nature of the law makes it a condition of 
the perpetuation of a work of this kind that it should be edited 
from time to time ‘by lawyers of great erudition and in thorough 
sympathy with the original design. In this J. W. Smith’s work 
has been singularly fortunate, and we are not surprised that the 
publishers preserve on the title-page the names of the successive 
include Sir James Willes—to whose memory, it 
Sir Frederick Vollock dedicated his work on 
Lord Collins, and two members of the Chitty family— 

Edward Chitty, and Master T. Willes Chitty who 
is the leader of the present editors. The success of the editing 
in the past is a matter of general professional knowledge, and 
the reputation of the work will be maintained on as high a level 
by the edition As in the editions, on 
cognate subjects are grouped together, and some new Jeading 
cases have been introduced in place of others which have become 
of diminished importance. The new cases are Indermaur vy, Dames 
and Hadley vy. Barendale, and the mention of them excites surprise 
that they have not been included before. They are always quoted 
in present practice as the chief authorities on negligence towards 
invitees and the measure of damages respectively. To attempt 
any detailed criticism of the work is superfluous, but for instances 
in which the notes have successfully brought the authorities up 
to date we may mention Spencer's case (Vol. 1., p. 62) and Mitchel 
v. Reynolds (Vol. I., p. 458). The former serves as an 
for a clear statement of the numerous recent cases relating to 
covenants running with the land, of which Manchester Brewery 


Co. v. Coombes (1901, 2 Ch. 608) and Dewar vy. Goodman (1907, 
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A. C. 72) are interesting examples: and the latter collects the 
cases on covenants in restraint of trade, of which Mason v. 
Provident Co. (1913, A. C. 724) was one of the most recent when 
the work was published. 

In a work of this kind the index of cases and the subject-index 
are of prime importance, and the change, which is now made, 
to a single index of cases at the beginning of the first volume and 
a single subject-index at the end of the second volume, will 
probably be found convenient. There is also now at the beginning 
of the first volume an index of all the statutes referred to. 


Book of the Week. 


Income Tax.—Income Tax: A Summary of the Law of 
Insurance Tax, Super-Tax, and Excess Profits Duty under the 
Finance Acts, 1915 and 1916. New Edition. By F.G. UNpEruay, 
M.A., Barrister-at Law. Ward, Lock & Co. 2s. net. 








Correspondence. 


The Retirement of Judges. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir, -Your correspondent, Mr. E, T. Hargraves, would not wish 
to do an injustice to Sir Walter Phillimore, and he will, I doubt 
not, be glad to know that the Lord Justice did in fact place his 
resignation in the hands of the authorities in July, and it was 
they who did not accept it until the close of the Long Vacation 
Lincoin’s INy. 
October 23 
[In the matter of a judicial salary, having regard to the respon- 
of the office and the manner in which the duties of the 
we not appropriately quote the lines : 
High heaven rejects the lore 
Of nicely caleulated less or more.”’ 


—Ep. S.J.] 


sibilities 


Jench are discharged, may 





Just as we are going to press we have received the following 
letter : 
[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir..-My attention has been called to a letter in your issue of 
the 2lst inst. concerning my retirement. 

Your own editorial note upon the letter almost exactly con- 
jectures the true facts 

In July I wrote to the authorities expressing my wish to retire, 
but leaving it in their hands to decide when it would be most 
convenient for the public service. 

I was thanked and told that they would consider whem it would 
be most convenient 

I waited, and indeed prepared myself to sit on during the present 
sittings, but just before they began I was informed that the con- 
venient time had come, and so I was released. 

: Warrer G. F. Purirore. 
Cam House, Campden Hill, W. 
October 26. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re THE BEDE STEAM SHIPPING CO. (LIM.) and te COMPANIES 
(CONSOLIDATION) ACT, 1908. No.1. 17th and ISth October. 


ComMPANY—TRANSFER OF SHARES——REFUSAL Ot 
ResTRICTIONS ON TRANSFER—‘* CONTRARY TO INTERESTS OF 
No Opsection TO Proposep TRANSFEREE—COMPANIES (CONSOLEDA 

rion) Act, 1908 {8 Ep. 7, c. 69), ss. 28, 32. 

The articlea of a company empowered the directors to 
register a tranafer of any fully paid-up shares if, in their opinion, it was 
contrary to the interests of the company to do a0 All the shares were 
held by members of the same family or their friends or business con 
nections The directora refused to register the transfer of two single 
fully paid up shares to two transferees from a co-director, who had a 
dispute with the others, and certified that it was contrary to the inter 
eats of the company that the proposed transferees should he members 
»f it, adding, that no reflection was inte nded on the character or financial 
standing of the transferees. 


Held (Secrutton, L.d., 
the directors the 
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to any outside persons, they were not entitled to object to the transfer, 
and the register must be rectified. 

Re Gresham Life Assurance Society, Ex parte Penney (L. &#. 8 Ch. 
446), applied. 

Appeal by the company from an order of Eve, J., directing the com 
pany’s register of shares to be rectified by imserting two transferees 
of single shares. The company was formed in 1900 to carry on the 
business of Messrs. Frew, Elder & Co., of Newcastle-on-Tyne, which 
owned and worked a single steamship. The issued capital amounted 
to £16,000. Article 24 provided as follows: ‘‘ The directors . . . 
may decline to register the transfer of any fully paid-up share or shares 
on certifying that, in their opinion, it is contrary to the interests of 
the company that the proposed iransferee should be a member thereof.”’ 
The directors were the respondent, Benjamin 8. Elder; his brother, 
Edward Elder; and his half-brother, J. A. Frew. Mrs. Frew. a large 
shareholder and the mother of the directors, having died, a quarrel 
arose between B. S. Elder and the other directors as to the effect of 
her will. All the shareholders were members of the same family or 
friends or business connections. In January, 1916, B. 8. Elder sold a 
single ordinary share to each of two persons, A, B. Lewis and Miss A. C. 
Sisterson, for £25 and £22 10s. respectively On 3rd February a 
directors’ meeting was held, at which all were present, when Edward 
Elder and J. A. Frew refused to register the transfers of these shares, 
and certified that it was contrary to the interests of the company that 
the proposed transferees should be members thereof, adding a post 
script that no reflection was intended by the certificate on either the 
personal character or financial standing of the transferees. J. A. Frew 
had previously written a letter to B. 8S. Elder, in which he said that 
it was contrary to the interests of such a company, really a family con 
cern, that the shares should be transferred singly or in small lots to 
outsiders having no interest in or knowledge of shipping. B. S. Elder 
moved to rectify the company’s register by inserting the names of the 
transferees in the place of his own as the holders of two shares, and 
Eve, J., made an order to that effect. The company appealed. 

Tue Court, by a majority, dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the company was one owning 
a single ship, but a public, not a private company. A shareholder in 
such a company was at liberty to dispose of his property in the shares 
he held, subject only to any definite restriction in the articles of associa- 
tion, such as one prohibiting him from transferring shares to a stranger 
without first offering them to a member. Subject to such restrictions, 
the liberty of a shareholder to sell his shares was the same as he 
possessed over any other property. In Re Gresham Life Assurance 
Society, Ex parte Penney (L. R. 8 Ch. App. 446), the Court of Appeal 
decided that it was not necessary for directurs to assign reasons for 
a refusal, but the Court would presume that they had acted rightly 
and honestly, unless the contrary was shewn. Mellish, L.J., there 
said : ‘‘ They have no right to say ‘.We will force a particular share 
holder to continue a shareholder, and we will not allow him to transfer 
his shares at all ’—that would be an abuse of their power. In the same 
way it would be an abuse of this power to object, on any ground not 
applying personally to the transferee, to say, for instance, that a parti 
cular shareholder should not transfer his share until he had given 
security for his calls.’’ That laid down a principle which appeared 
perfectly sound. For the directors to say they would not accept any 
transfer of a single share from a certain shareholder who held a block 
was, his lordship thought, an abuse of the directors’ powers. [His 
lordship having referred to the articles and the certificate, proceeded :] 
Eve, J.. had found, as a fact, that the directors had refused to transfer 
any single shares belonging to B. S. Elder to any person whatever. 
The facts brought the case within the illustration given by Chitty, J., 
in Re Bell Brothers (65 L. T. 245). There was no objection of any 
kind to the proposed transferees. The refusal was not a proper exercise 
of the directors’ powers. They were attempting to use article 24 for 
purposes for which it was never intended. It was consistent with all 
the authorities cited to say that the present was a case where the Court 
would not deprive a shareholder of his right to dispose of his shares 
by allowing the directors to refuse to register the transfer. The de- 
cision of Eve, J., was right, and the appeal must be dismissed. 

Warrincton, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Scrutton, L.J., said he differed, with the greatest hesitation, from 
the other members of the Court on a matter of company law, but he 
differed in his view of the facts, rather than on any question of law. 
It was for the applicant to satisfy the Court that the directors had 
not honestly formed their opinion, or that there were no reasonable 
grounds for that opinion. Eve, J., had found that they had formed 
an honest opinion. The transfers by B. S. Elder of single shares 
would have aroused the liveliest suspicion in his lordship’s mind, and 
he thought the directors were acting in the interests of the company 
in refusing them. The new members were introduced by a director 
who had already threatened to wind up the company. He differed 
from the views expressed by Chitty, J., in Re Bell Brothers (Limited) 
(65 L. T. 245). One could imagine a German company endeavouring 
to obtain control over an English company by means of nominees. 
He thought that Eve, J.. was wrong in thinking that it was his own 
opinion, and not that of the directors, that mattered, and that the 
appeal ought to be allowed.—Counsst, Maughan, K.C., and H. FE 
Wright; Ward Coldridge, K.C., and Lightwood. Soticitors, Sayer, 
Ledgard, 4: Smith, for Wilsons, Ornsby, & Cadle, Durham; King, 
Wigg, & Brightman, for Armstrong, Sons, & Rose, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

[Reported by H. Laweronp Lewis, Barristerat-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re AN APPLICATION BY WILLIAMS & CO. (LIM.) FOR REGIS- 
TRATION OF A TRADE-MARIi, and Re THE OPPOSITION 
THERETO OF CADBURY BROTHERS (LIM.) and ROWNTREE 
& CO. (LIM.). Eve,J. 17th October. 

REGISTRATION INVENTED Worp— ‘‘ CHocAROONS ’’— 
Trape-Marks Act, 1905 (5 Ep. 7, c. 15), s. 9. 

The word “ chocaroons,’ designed and used by the applicants to 
shew that a particular seweetmeat was of their own manufacture, ts an 
invented word within the meaning of section of the Trade-Marks Act, 
1905, and is therefore a reqiat able trade mark 

This was an appeal by Cadbury Brothers (Limited) and Rowntree & 
Co. (Limited) from a decision of the Registrar of Trade-Marks, whereby 
he decided to proceed with the registration of the trade-mark ** choca- 
roons, Both the applicants and respondents were manufacturing 
confectioners, and the latter made and sold a sweetmeat which they 
called ‘‘ chocolate macaroons.’’ The applicants claimed to have intro- 
duced a new sweetmeat which, though of a similar nature, was different 
in general appearance and taste from the respondents’ chocolate 
macaroons, and that they had invented a new word to distinguish their 
product from those of the respondents. The manufacturers opposing 


TRADE- MARK 


the application said that the applicants proposed to register a word 


which was not registrable, and which was calculated to cause inconveni- 
ence and embarrassment to the confectionery trade, as the words 
‘*chocolate macaroons ’’ were in common use in the trade, and were 60 
like the word ‘‘ chocaroons’’ as to cause confusion. 

Eve, J., said both the applicants and respondents were manufacturing 
confectioners, who made and sold a mixture of chocolate, sugar onl 
cocoa-nut, which the manufacturers opposing the application described 
as ‘‘ chocolate macaroons.’’ The applicants said that their product was 
a new sweetmeat, which they sought to distinguish as a product of their 
own manufacture by the invented word ‘‘ chocaroons,’’ and so soon as 
the name was decided upon they applied to have it registered as a 
trade-mark. The registration was opposed on three grounds : First, it 
was said that it was not an invented word within the meaning of section 
9 of the Trade-Marks Act, Secondly, that, even if it were, its vocaliza- 
tion would lead to confusion. Thirdly, that it was not so used as to 
be properly registrable as a trade-mark. With regard to the first point, 
his lordship was of opinion that the word ‘ chocaroons’’ was an in 
vented word, newly and freshly coined, and was therefore primd facie 
registrable With regard to the second point, that if registered it 
would lead to inconvenience and confusion, his‘lordship did not think 
that anyone would ask for ‘‘ chocaroons ’’ when they wanted ‘‘ chocolate 
macaroons’ or vice versa, and there was no evidence of confusion. The 
third was the really difficult question : Had the mark been so used as 
to indicate a particular proprietor? It was a fallacy to suppose that 
there was any substantial differerice between the products of the appli- 
cants and the respondents. The applicants said that they had pro- 
duced something totally different from the products of the respondents ; 
and so they had to look at, but both products wete made up of the 
same component parts. The product of the applicants was not essen- 
tially different from those of the manufacturers opposing the registra- 
tion, but, having a more attractive appearance, the applicants naturally 
wished to identify it, and had invented a word to distingwish it from 
other articles of a similar natare. They were not content to describe 
it as ‘‘ chocolate macaroons,”’ and selected the word ‘‘chocaroons” to 
distinguish it, and there was no evidence that it was used for any other 
purpose. ‘There were no circumstances in the present case which brought 
it within the decision of Parker, J., in The ‘“‘ Diavolo”’ case (25 R. P. C. 
565), the present case being more like The ‘‘ Lactobacilline”’ case (29 
R. P. C. 497). The appeal therefore would be dismissed with costs.— 
Counsex, Colefax, K.C., and RP. Moritz; Walter, K.C., and Sebastian : 
fusten Cartmell. Soricrrors, Aird, Hood, &: Co., for J. R. Watkins, 
Liverpool; Timbrell d& Deighton; Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by S. E. Wittiams, Barrietor-at-Law.} 


Re CAVENDISH BROWNE’S SETTLEMENT TRUSTS. HORNER v 
RAWLE. Younger, J. 13th and 17th October. 


SETTLEMENT — AFTER-ACQUIRED Property —CoveNANtT TO SeTTLeE— 
Speciric PERFORMANCE OF CovVENANT—QUANTUM oF Damaces—Sus- 
STANTIAL DAMAGES OR NOMINAL DAaMaGes. 

Trustees can recover substantial damages for a breach of a covenant 
to settle after-acquired property, and the measure of damage is the 
value of the property which would have come to the hands of the 
trustees if the covenant had been duly performed. 

Williamson v. Codrington (1750, 1 Vea. Sen. 511), Singe v. Singe 
(1894, 1 Q. B. 466), and Re Plumptre’s Marriage Settlement (1910, 1 
Ch. 609), followed. 

This was an originating summons taken out by the administrators of 
the settlor to determine whether anything ought to be paid out of cer- 
tain assets of the settlor’s estate by way of damages to his trustees 
for breach of his covenant to settle after-acquired property. In 1911 
a voluntary settlement was made by C. P. C. Browne, and the plaintiffs 
were appointed trustees thereof. The settlor covenanted thereby with 
the trustees that she would with all convenient speed convey an? 
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transfer to the trustees all the property, both real and ol anal. to power to make any ars rr upon the argument of the special case as - 
which the settlor was absolutely entitled by virtue of the operation of | to the costs, although they have power, if the jurisdiction of the t 
certain wills. and that she would execute such conveyances, assurances, | Court is cvaiaad under section 7 by the arbitrator stating his aw ard K 
and transfers, and do al ich acts and things in the law as might be] in the form of a special case, to make any further order as to the A 
necessary to vest property in the trustees, and the trustees | costs of it. The only question, then, which remained was whether 
agreed to hold ‘erty on trust for her for life. and after her | those costs were costs of and incident to the arbitration within the 
death as thereis rovid [here was a power of revocation in the | meaning of section 34 of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 
settlement 14 tl died intestate. without having exercised | having regard to the provisions of the Arbitration Act, 1889, parti 
the power of irt of the property to which the settlor | cularly f the first Schedule, paragraph i., which provides that the ] 
was entitled ur e j ‘ vas not assured by the settlor to the ysts of the reference and award shall be in the discretion of the 
trustees ( vi ‘ s taken it by her administrators to | arbitrator or umpire, who may direct to whom and by whom the costs Re 
know t imerou es were referred to, including | shall be paid. t seems clear that these are costs of and incident to the 
rv. Barnard (1850. 8 Hare, 310 arbitration within the meaning of section 34 of the Lands Clauses Con W 
67). He Pasteu 1892. 3 Ch. 510 solidation Act. 1845, unless the counsel for the defendants are right 
W. 862 Aoyd’ s Harp 1880, | in their contention that these words are to be read as limited to such 
hopp Cc. C. 457). sts as could be, in point of law, incident to the arbitration at the 
74 } upra; 1 Q. B. | time when that Act was passed in 1845. It has been said that an B 
Ka ) 7 I Plumptre Act must be construed as it would have been the day alter it was y' 
passed. But suppose, by a coincidence, that the art of telephoning th 
YOUNGER. . sai ~ nm the authority of ¢ ses. the trustees | had been invented the morning after it was passed, could any- re 
vere entitled to recov tant ( age n e plaintiffs for the | one doubt that the Court would include the costs ofl co 
breach of the cover t i d that the meas f such damaves | telephone messages as incident to the arbitration, although tr 
was the f the | el 1 have ne to their hands jf | there was no such thing known before? The argument to which counsel nue 
the enant ‘ ‘ perfo OUN wo Sworda for the defendants has been driven 1s that, the costs of such a special te 
Vey heches lartres ) ' h H VMaiesty ise as this not being known in 1845, it cannot be within the words 
SOLICITOR f > Bal of and incident to the arbitration ’’ in the Act of 1845. This argument ex 
Simi ‘ ury must fail There remained —_ to be considered the provisions et of 
section 24 of the Act of 1889, that the Act shall apply to every arbi of 
PENS 8p S. S. , Dee SEe tration under any Act passed previously to the Arbitration Act, 1889 tio 
Stopping there, undoubtedly the later Act would override the recon- th 
struction with the earlier Act of 1845; but I see further on: “‘ Except act 
£ ? . - » far as this Act is inconsistent with the Act regulating the arbitra ace 
K Ing S Bench Division. tion or any rules of procedure recognized by the Act.” It appears that ter 
SIDNEY v. NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY CO. Avory, J. the me Act, which says costs shall be borne by the promoters of al : 
a ; undertaking, unless the same or a less sum shall be awarded than has So 
1Sth October. been offered by the promoters, is quite inconsistent with the othe: ( 
(\RBITRATION—SpectaL Case StTaTep BY ARBI Act, which says the costs shall in any case be in the discretion of the M: 
(RBITRATION LANDS CI ES CONSOLIDATION | arbitrator Being inconsistent in that sense, it appears to me that the 
354— ARBITRATION Act, 1889 (52 & 53 rrovisions of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, s. 34, are still 
ind govern this case. Judgment for the plaintiff.—CouNseL, ves 
Ar plaintiff. Disturnal. K.C.. and Joshua Scholefield; for defen tal 
: thope Monroe, K.C., and Latter. Soricrrors, for the plait hic 
wadhitter, A Netqhhour, for Charles Alderson a Son, 11s 
» defendants, PR. F. Dunnell — 
| Reported by G, H, Knorr, Barrister.at-Law. ] the 
twe 
the 
= “~ ap} 
CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. | ® 
£476 } ex} 
1 arbitration unde sho 
intiff: being t Court of Appeal. the 
‘ ince 
end ge — "'? |GROCOTT v. LOVATT AND ANOTHER. No.2. 28th and 29th July. sho 
PRACTICE PLEADING DEFENCE - Dentac or MAatTertat Fact the 
R.S.C. Orv. XIX., Rr. 13, 17. ints 
By par. 3 of a statement of claim the plaintiff alleged that ‘‘ on or oe 
about the 25th May, 1915, the defendants falsely and maliciously wrote, fae 
printed pnd publis hed”’ of the plaintiff a handbill containing defama- Ma: 
tory matter The defendants by par. 1 of their defence said that *‘ the test 
defendants deny the facts alleged in par. 3 of the statement of claim.”’ trus 
the trial Avory, J., held that the statement of defence did not deny the 
ation of the handbill, and the defe ndants could not avaud ver 
of a defence of non publication, and he left to the jury that 
de ess ions whether the handbill was a libel on the plaintiff, and, fror 
im than shall ha been offeree by the prot of the under , what damages. The jury found for the plaintiff with £200 out 
mi re 4 , t . tre ! to ft damages S 
, Held, that although the pleading of the defence was loose and irre- that 
Arbitration qular, it did not admit that the defendants had published the handbill, lega 
arbitration i ona and there must be a new trial for the verdict of the jury to be returned Kive 
is provided ! Application by the defendants for new trial in an action for libel ay 
‘ hall in the discreti tried before Avory, J., and a special jury at Stafford Assizes. The _ 
the dire ». and by whom. and in | Statement of claim by par. 3 alleged that ‘‘on or about 25th May, 1915, = 
what e r any part ther shall be paid, and m: the defendants falsely and maliciously wrote, printed, and published ”’ : "d. 
otek, Cin r any part the of the plaintiff a handbill containing defamatory matter. Par. 1 of the “a 
ind may award ¢ us between solicitor and client ' defence ran: ‘‘ The defendants deny the facts alleged in par. 3 of the arte! 
itieninn made | aaaal EP : ; cision of the Divisional | statement of claim.’’ At the conclusion of the plaintiff's case, the ao 
eek a 2 5 ecial case. but did not direct or award that | defendants’ counsel submitted that there was no evidence that the ow 
ie aaidin iolt O = ail ta ry defendants defendants had published the handbill; but Avory, J., although he was — 
Awone. ; iste tendineeend foe the chetntlll ent®. Ee this com of opinion that there was no evidence of publication, held that par. 1 of en 
the Divisional C ofiowine ths regular practice whenever a special the defence was not a denial of the publication of the handbill, and Mar 
case is ‘ fo s opinion in its consultative capacity, declined to therefore he left to the jury two questions : (1) whether the handbill said 
meake any ordet costs of the special case, and the matter was | “®* ® libel on the plaintiff ; and (2) if so, what damages. The jury assis 
left to be dealt ¥ by the arbitrator or by law. if it was regulated | found a verdict for the plaintiff for £200 regr 
by any statute ‘ » determine whether the defendants were Tue Court (Swinren Eapy, Puitirmore and Bankes, L.JJ.) held that side} 
liable to pay the sts of the special case. It was decided in Re Knight | the judgment must be set aside, and that there must be a new trial. Ther 
and Taherna rmanent Building Society (1892, 2 Q. B. 613), that | Although the defence was pleaded in a loose and irregular form, it did cour 
the costs of st , euliative cage it was called. are costs of | not admit that the defendants had published the handbill, and the mons 
and incident to rbi on, and tl he Divisional Court had n learned Judge was wrong in treating the case as one in which the 


Oct. 28, 1916 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 61.] 29 


siemens 
defendants had admitted publication.—CounsgL, for the defendants, , that although the decisions on such summonses often dispose of large 
1 Swift, K.C., and Graham Milward ; for the plaintiffs, Bairstow, | sums of money, and involve very difficult and complicated questions. — 
K.C. A. Graham. Soutcrtors, Snow, Preston, & Lyttelton, for | Counsen, #. K. Archer (for A. H. Droop, serving with His Majesty's 
Hollinshead & Moody, Tunstall; Wain & Harris, Burslem. Forces), for the plaintiff and rem —s Dighton Pollock, for the 
: , B ter-at-I tenants for life of residuary estate: G. H. Devonshire, for next of kin. 

[Reported by Ensxine Raiv, Barrister-at-Law.) Soticrrors, Watkins, Baylis, & Chidson 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, BarriatereatLew.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. Re MACKENZIE & CO. (LIM.). Astbury, J. 28th July, 


a ; Company—Repvuction or Caprrat—Loss THROWN ON PREFERENCE 
Re HAWKINS. WHITE v. WHITE. Sargant, J. 27th June, 28th July. SHARES—OpposITION OF HOLDERS OF MORE THAN ONE-THIRD—FIXED 
Witt — Construction — Trust FoR MAINTENANCE OF DAUGHTER - PREFERENTIAL DIvIDEND—RIGHTS UNALTERABLE WiITHOUT CONSENT OF 

ACCUMULATIONS—ResIpDvE SerrLep—Tur THELLUsson Act, 1800 39 Two-THrrps—ConFIRMATION OF REDUCTION 

& 40 Gro. 3, c. 98)—EmpLoyment or LEADING COUNSEL. ere a proposed reduction of capital is fair and « ible. 

Two legacies of £10,000 each were left to trustees to maintain A and | wher x8 satisfactorily proved and goad reason si n for the 
Bout of the income thereof, and accumulate the surplus jor twenty-one 
years, with libe rty to apply any part of the accumulations as income of | dum and articles of association at a definite amount pe share, and 
the current year, surplus income and unapplied income to fall into | given a definite preferential dividend, the preference shareholders 
residue. and subject thereto, in default o} children oj A and B, the |‘ mnot su é sfully )PPpose the confirmation of such reduction 

rpus of the legacies to fall into residue The residue was given on Re Barrow Haematite Steel Co. (1900. 2 Ch. 846 explained 
trusts under which © and D took life interests, with a pawer of appoint It is not absolutely necessary, in order that a scheme should he fair 
ment by will, and in default of appointment for their next of kin The and equitable, that the loss should fall on the preference and ordinary 
testator died im 1886. é ares rateably 

Held (1) that the surplus income of the two legacies, after the Re Credit Assurance Corporation (1902. 2 (Ch. 601) ap, lied 
expiration of the twenty-one years, was not given to the tenants for life This w 
of the residuary estate absolutely, but was to be added to the capital | 947 
of the residuary estate, and dealt with accordingly, and that such addi } the 
tion to the catal was an accumulation within the Thellusson Act; and | The opposition was on the ground, that having regard to the memorat 
that accordingly in reading the will the provision dealing with such dum of association and to article 64, their special rights could not 
accumulations must be eliminated altogether, with the result a “3 | be altered or modified without the written sanction of the holders 
accumulations were not undisposed of, but were properly paya ble to the of twothicds of the peoletence haves, Which sonciion could ant te 
tenants for life of the residuary estate. ; at obtained. They also submitted that the scheme was unfair and solels 

Re Phillips (1880, 49 L. J. Ch. 198) and Re Cababé (1914, 59) fo» the benefit of the ordinary shareholders, and they proposed a modifi 
Soricrtors’ JouRNAL, 129) followed ation thereof. The memorandum of the company provided (by clause 5) 

Crawley v. Crawley (1835, 7 Sim, 427) and Re Pope; Sharp vt. | that the capital should be £200,000. divided into 10.000 shares of £20 
Marshall (1901, 1 Ch. 64) not followed each, whereof 6,000 were £4 per cent. preference shares and 4,000 wer 

This was a summons taken out by the trustees of the will of the | ordinary shares, ‘‘ with the respective rights and privileges specified 
testator, who died on the 14th March, 1886, for the purpose of ascer- | in the articles of association registered herewith ’’; and clause 6 pro 
taining how certain accumulations for twenty-one years from his death vided that all or any of the “ special rights, privileges and advantages ”’ 
ought to be dealt with. The testator bequeathed a sum of £10,000 to | attached to any class of shares might, ‘‘ with the sanction in writing 
his trustees upon trust for them to provide out of the income thereof, | ot the holder of two-thirds of the issued shares of the class’’ (but should 
and of anv accumnlations thereof, a sufficient sum for the maintenance | not without such tion be altered or modified.”’ Article 59 ] 
and benefit of his daughter Emily during her life, and to accumulate | vided that the mpany might reduce its capital, and article 62 provided 
the surplus income for any period or periods not exceeding the term of | that the holders of the preference shares should be entitled to receive 
twenty-one years from his death, and to hold the accumulations upon | out o r 
the like trusts as the original sum of £10,000, but with liberty to | at the » of £4 per cent. per annum on the nominal amount of tl 
apply any such accumulations as if they were income arising in the | capital from time to time paid up or credited as paid uy on their 
then current year, and directed that all surplus income arising after the | preference shares, such dividend to be cumulative and to be a first 
expiration of the said term, and not applied under the powers aforesaid harge on such profits in a inding-uy Article peated the pro 
should fall into and form part of the residuary estate, and subject to] vision in the memorandum to modification of special right l} 
the trusts aforesaid, directed that the said sum of £10,000, and the | preference shareholders had priority as to capital, and 
income thereof, and the accumulations of income, or so much thereof as | their dividend was paid t OW! rere were 5,300 pref 
should not have been 80 applied, should be held on trusts in favour of and 1.5 28 ordinary nare Sule | ) The I ren divi 
the children of his said daughter, and in default of children should fall | was regularly paid. b d heen on the ordir 
into and form part of his residuary estat There was a similar sum | shares since n a valuati , t wa und that the 
bequeathed upon similar trusts for another daughter and her children, | pany d lost 3 or £ hare. and it 
and to fall similarly into residue. The testator bequeathed his residuary | posed to redux cap \ elling the unisst 
estate upon trusts, under which each of his daughters, Agnes and | the d - p s such reduce 
Mary, took a life interest, without power of anticipation, with a general | be more than £ h in os f the company’s 
testamentary power of appointment, and in default of appointment, upon | to the depressed state of t] trade. it v 
trust for her statutory next of kin. The testator died in 1886, and | £3 a sh dy n of capital. The 
the period of twenty-one years accordingly ended Th 1907 There | effecting this red mn were animously pa 
were certain accumulations of unapplied income of the two legacies at | chareholders. and the , sented this 
that date, and since then there had been further accumulations there reductior The on 7 reference sharehold. 
from. All the four daughters were living, and this summons was taken | pedyction ouc nic inctioned 
out to ascertain how the accumulations ought to be distributed 

SaRGANT, J., in a considered judgment, after stating the facts, held | .),,, pels 
that on the true construction of the will the surplus income of the | gividend as th 
legacies after the expiration of the term of twenty-one years was not 

ven to the tenants for life of the residuary estate abs lutely, but was | 
to be added to the capital of the residuary estate, and dealt with Veiga 2 
accordingly ; and that on this construction of the will the addition of | «. t} hyn 
the surplus income to the capital was in effect an accumulation within! y\, ' 
the provisions of the Thellusson Act; and that accordingly the will credited 
must be read as if this direction were eliminated; and, finally, that | 2” sep 
under these circumstances the surplus income of the original leg ‘od 
after the expiration of the term of twenty-one years, and also of the 
accumulations made during the term of twenty-one years, was not undis 
posed of, but was properly payable to the tenants for life of the residuary , / 
estate ; and he followed the cases of Re Phillips (1880, 49 L. J. Ch. 198 
and Re Cababé (1914, 59 Sorictrors’ Journat, 129), in preference to the 
cases of Crawley v. Crawley (1835, 7 Sim. 427) and Re Pope ; Sharp - ; ; 5g 
Warshall (1901, 1 Ch. 64) At the end of his judgment His Lordship ua < y Snare at y is annatyne v. D 
said :—I should like to add that, although TI received very considerable | 7/7? -, 10 oF UN o ' / m Plate Glass Co ) 
assistance from the counsel who argued this case, still I cannot help 42 ©! 135), thougl and equitable scheme throwing the Joss 
regretting that in a case of extreme difficulty, and a case involving on- | in another w y ’ I ! nfirmatior Re 
siderable sums, I should not have had the assistance of leading counsel } 

There is an unfortunate and, I think, growing tendency to deprive | by 
courts of first instance of this aid in the case of originating sum 
monses and all other business, except motions and witness actions, and 
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as a petition for reduction of capital, supported by holders of 
preference shares and pposed by holders of 1,887 such share 
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been relied on by the Court as a ground for refusing to | 

both classes of shares, though as indicated by | 
Cozens-Hardy, J., in He Barrow Haematite Steel Co. (1900, 2 Ch. 
846), where the loss was not satisfactorily proved and no good reason 
was shewn for the reduction, the prefe rence shareholders might success 
fully oppose its confirmation as unfair to them. In the present case 
the loss is proved and the pro] osed reduction is fair and equitable and 
will be confirmed accordingly.—Counset, The Hon. Frank Russell, 
K.( and Sheldon; Mani ( y Cunliffe, K.C., and Bryan Farrer. Sou 
c1Tors, Crosley & Burn a r J. Payne Kekewich, Smith. & Kaye 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


has never 
confirm a reduction of 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


October contains the following 
retary, dated 14th October 


on pel pre to or fre 


of 20th 
the Home 
ler restrictions 
Zetland, 
of 24th 
roclamation, dated 
Part I]. of the Munitions of 
em pit vers and dock 


(,azetle 
sé pru ted below), 
m ports in 


cons ceeding 


October cont the 
Ath October (printed 
War Act, 1915. to a difference 


in the Port of Glasgow. 


ains following :— 


below applying | 
between 


abourers 





3. A new Defence of the Realm Regulation, dated 24th October (printed 
below) l striction of business in the evening. 

4. An Order in Council, dated 2th October, 1916, cancelling the | 
Proclamation of 17th September, 1900, and Order in Council of 26th 
February, 1916, regulating the distribution of the proceeds of prizes, and 
making f | such distribution in the Navy. 


An Order in 
with certain 
1916 


relating to re 


as to 


dated 2th October 


the Parliament 


resh regulations 


extending to the Isle of 
and Local Elections 


‘ Counc! 
Mar 

Act, 

6. An Order in { 
Man the Defence of the 
60 Sorticitors’ JOURNAL 

7. An 
Proclamation 
United Kingdo 
prohibited 

8. A Notice t! 
under the Military 
Yorkshire County 

9. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade 
inder the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
six more businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 340 

10 4 War Office Order, dated 23rd 
reference to dealing in Chestnut Extract 


adaptations, 


tealm Regulations of 7th September, 1916 (see 
p. 741) 
Order in Council, dated 23rd October, further Amending the 
of 10th May, 1916, by which the exportation from the 
articles to et all destinations is 


} 
| 
ouncil, dated 2th October extending to the Isle of | 


m of certain rtain or 


at appointments have been made to the Appeal Tribunals 
Act, 1916 North Riding of 
of Merioneth (2). 


service as follows 


1 
L)y 


October (printed below), with 


Ports in the County of Zetland. 


OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE UNDER REGULATION 144 OF THE 
DEFENCE OF THE Reatm (CONSOLIDATION) REGULATIONS. 

Whereas the Admiralty are of opinion that, in view of the public 
safety and the defence of the realm, it is desirable to impose restrictions 
on persons proceeding to or from ports in the County of Zetland, in 
addition to the restrictions imposed by the Order made by me on the 
lst day of March last in virtue of the powers conferred on me by 
Regulation 14a of the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 
191)4 

Now, therefore, I, the Right Honourable Herbert Samuel, one of His 
Majesty's Principal Secretaries of State, in virtue of the powers aforesaid, 
do hereby make the following Order ;:— 


ORDER 


1. No passenger proceeding from or to any place outside the County 
of Zetland shall land or embark at any port in the said county without 
the permission of the Officer Commanding Troops, Lerwick: Provided 
that the grant of any such permission shall not exempt an alien from | 
any of the requirements of the Aliens Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 
1916, with regard to the obtaining of permission to land or embark at 
any port in the United Kingdom or otherwise. 

2. This Order shall come into force on the first day of November, 1916. 

HERBERT SAMUEL, 
One of His Majesty’s Principal 
Secretaries of State. 
Whitehall, 
14th Ottober, 1916. 





It’s WaRk-time, But — Don’t Forcet 


THe Mippiesex Hosptrat. 


| difference 
| transport, and supply of Munitions of War: 





Its RESPONSIBILITIES ARE GREAT AND MUST BE Mert. 


Glasgow Dock Dispute. 
A PROCLAMATION 
UNDER THE Munitions or War Acts, 1915 anp 1916. 


Whereas by section three of the Munitions of War Act, 1915, as 
amended by the Munitions of War (Amendment) Act, 1916, it is provided 
that the differences to which Part I. of the first-mentioned Act applies 
are differences as to rates of wages, hours of work, or otherwise as to 
terms or conditions of or affecting munitions work, and also any differ- 
ences as to rates of wages, hours of work, or otherwise as to terms 
or conditions of or affecting employment on any other work of any 
description, if that Part of that Act is applied to such a difference by 
His ‘Majesty by Proclamation, on the ground that in the opinion of His 
Majesty the existence or continuance of the difference is directly or 
ndirectly prejudicial to the manufacture, transport, or supply of Muni- 

War; and it is also provided that the said Part of the said Act 
may be so applied to such a difference at any time, whether a lock-out 
or strike is in existence in connection with the difference to which it is 
applied or not: Provided that if in the case of any industry the Minister 
of Munitions is satisfied that effective means exist to secure the settle- 
ment without stoppage of any difference arising on work other than on 
munitions work, no Proclamation shall be made under the said section 
with respect to any such difference : 

And whereas a difference within the meaning of the said section exists 
between employers and persons employed on the work of dock labourers 
n and in the immediate vicinity of the Port of Glasgow as to rates of 
wages, hours of work, and otherwise as to terms and conditions of or 
affecting employment on the work carried on by such dock labourers : 

And whereas the Minister of Munitions is not satisfied that effective 
means exist to secure the settlement of the said difference without 
stoppage, being a difference arising on work other than munitions work : 

And whereas in Our opinion the existence or continuance of the said 
is directly and indirectly prejudicial to the manufacture, 


ons ot 


Now, therefore, We, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council, 


| are pleased to proclaim, direct and ordain, that Part I. of the Munitions 
| of War Act, 1915, shall apply to the said difference. 


2th October. 


New Defence of the Realm Regulation. 


| Recitals. ] 
It is hereby ordered, that the following amendment be made in the 


Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914 :— 
After Regulation 10a the following regulation shall be inserted :— 

“108. The Secretary of State may by order restrict either generally 
or in particular areas the hours in the evening during which any class 
of trade or business may be carried on; and any person who is 
expressed in any such order to be liable to a penalty in connection 
with any contravention of the order shall be guilty of a summary 
offence against these regulations and punishable accordingly. 

‘In the application of these regulations to Scotland the Secretary 
for Scotland, and in the application of these regulations to Ireland 
the Lord Lieutenant, shall be substituted for the Secretary of State.”’ 

24th October. 


Imported Chestnut Extract. 
War ce, 
d October, 1916. 
ORDER. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by a 2e of 
the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, the Army 
Council hereby order as follows :— 

“No person shall buy, sell, deal in or make delivery of Chestnut 
Extract imported from. any country other than an Allied country or 
dependencies thereof after the 1st day of August, 1916, save and except 
as authorized and permitted by or on behalf of the Director of Army 
Contracts.” 
By Order of the Army Council, 

R. H. Brave. 


Evening Closing of Shops. 


The following Order has been issued by the Home Secretary :— 
In pursuance of Regulation 10B of the Defence of the Realm (Con- 
solidation) Regulations, 1914, I hereby make the following Order :— 
1. From 3th October, 1916, to 30th April, 1917 (both days 
inclusive)— 

‘a} Every shop shall be closed for the serving of customers 
not later than 8 o'clock in the evening on Friday, 9 o’clock in 
the evening on Saturday, and 7 o’clock in the evening on every 
other day, and in the case of a contravention of this provision 
the occupier of the shop shall be liable to a penalty ; an 

b) Any person who carries on in any place not being a shop 
any retail trade or business after 8 o'clock in the evening on 
Friday, 9 o’clock in the evening on Saturday, or 7 o’clock in 
the evening on any other day shall be liable to a penalty ; 
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Provided that this Order shall not prevent 
(1) the serving of a customer where it is proved that the 
customer was in the shop before the closing hour or that reason 
able grounds existed for believing that the article supplied after 
the closing hour to a customer was required in a case of 
illness ; or 
(2) the sale after the closing hour of— 

(a) meals to be consumed on the premises or newly-cooked 
provisions to be consumed off the premises ; 

(6) intoxicating liquors to be consumed on or off the 
premises ; 

(c) medicine or medical or surgical 
as the shop is kept open and lighted on 
is necessary for serving the customer ; 

(d) newspapers ; 

e) victuals, stores, or other necessaries required by any 
naval or military authority for His Majesty's Forces or 
required for any ship on her arrival at or immediately before 
her departure from a port, so long as the shop is kept open 
and lighted only for such time as is necessary for serving 
the customer; or 

(5) The transaction after the closing hour of any post office 
business; or shaving or hairdressing in a barber's or hair- 
dresser’s shop up to 8 o’clock in the evening. 

2. The expression “ shop” and “‘ retail trade or business ”’ 
Order have the same meaning respectively as in the Shops Act, 
1912. 

3. This Order shall not affect any obligation to comply with the 
provisions of the Shops Acts, 1912 and 1913, or any order made 
thereunder, or any other Act, order, or regulation restricting 
hours of sale or the hours of transaction of business. 

The Home Secretary adds that it must be clearly understood that a 
shop which remains open for the sale of any of the articles or transaction 
of any of the business named is not allowed to sell anything else or 
carry on any other retail trade or business after the closing hour. 


24th October. 


} 
iOng 


appliances, 
ly for such time as 


in this 


Glycerine as Medicine. 


The Minister of Munitions has issued the following notice :— 


As from Ist April, 1916, glycerine manufacturers were asked_to obtain 
from buyers a guarantee that all medicinal glycerine delivered would be 
used only for making up British Pharmacopeia or B.P. Codex prepara- 
tions, or where it was prescribed in individual cases, either alone or in 
combination with other drugs, by a duly qualified medical practitioner. 

These restrictions were not applied to stocks held by wholesalers or 
retailers before 1st April, but, in view of the increased necessity fot 
conserving the supply for the needs of the war, and the possibility that 
it may be necessary to reduce still further the quantity to be allowed for 
medicinal purposes, holders of such stocks are now asked to apply the 
restrictions to them. Such action will directly serve national interests 
in tending to secure a sufficient supply of glycerine for the general public 
in those cases where its value for medicinal purposes is of importance. 


2th October. 


Societies 
The Belgian Lawyers Relief Fund. 


Amounts previously acknowledged 
The Bolton Incorporated Law Sox iety 


Union Society. 

London opened its session of 1916-1917 on 
at the Middle Temple Common Room, The 
‘** That the Military Service Act, 1916, should 
Opener, Mr. G. H. Kingham. 


was carried 


The Union Society of 
Wednesday, 18th inst., 
subject for debate was 
be immediately extended to Ireland 
Opposer, Mr. H. Sweeney. The motion 


Liverpool Proposals for Extension 
of the Whipping Age. 


In the opinion, says the 7'imes, of a joint committee of magistrates 
and members of the Education Committee which has been considering 
the question of juvenile crime in Liverpool and its punishment, much 
good would result if the powers of justices to order the birching of boys 
were enlarged so as to extend the whipping age from fourteen to sixteen. 

The committee was appointed in view of the striking increase in 1915 
of the number of offenders brought kefore the Liverpool City Juvenile 
Court. During the year 2,049 cases were dealt with, and in addition 
there were 397 cases of juvenile delinquency in which the police took 
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no action beyond warning the parents of the children. The excess ot 








cases Over the numbers for 1914 was 625, or an increase of 32 pel cent, 
‘T’he report of the committee, which includes a number of interesting 
recommendations, presented to the Liverpool justices at their 
quarterly meeting on the 18th inst. 

It is stated in the report that nearly all whose evidence or opinions 
have been sought laid special stress on the lack of parental control. In 
some measure this doubtless due to the absence of many fathers 
engaged in war service, but in the main it arises from the genera] want 
of discipline existing in the homes before as well as since the outbreak 
of war. Parents in numerous instances exhibit a remarkable disregard 
of theiz responsibilities towards their children. The committee suggest 
that a closer co-operation than now usually exists between the school 
teacher and the parents ought at all times to be beneficial. If, also, 
parents were made in greater degree than at present legally responsible 
for their children’s misdeeds, the parents would have a greater personal 
incentive to — their offspring under control. At present there is an 
increasing disinclination, arising from a mistaken sentimentalism on the 
yart of their parents, to their children being subjected to prope 
discipline and punishment. In addition to stating that experience proved 
that corporal chastisement of boys wisely administered was salutary in 
most cases, and advocating the extension of the whipping age to sixteen, 
the committee say that it is desirable that the class of offences punish 
able whipping should be enlarged so as to include wilful damage, 
throwing missiles, stealing fruit, practically all othet 
malpractices. 

The following are the recommendations made by the committee 


was 


1s 


by 


growing and 


Justices should be given power, by legislation, to order whipping for 
boys up to the age of sixteen years, and the number of strokes allowed 
should be increased to twelve. This power should apply to all offences 
committed by boys. 

Section 99 of the Children Act, 1908, should be 
make the parents of juvenile offenders responsible for damages and 
punishable by fine in all cases, notwithstanding any punishment which 
the Court may see fit to infliet on the child. 

Definite statutory provision should be made 
masters and mistresses to punish scholars who misconduct themselves out 
1001 (and protecting the teachers in the exercise of such power), 
on the lines laid down the in Cleary v. Booth (1898) 
1 Q. B., 465. 

No child of 
trade in the street, 

Where desirable, the magistrates should introduce, as a condition in 
Probation Orders, to the attendance of the probationers 
at cinema exhibitions 

Every encouragement be 
multiply the means of healthy recreation of children out of school hour 

Lodging-houses limited to the use of youths up to eighteen years of 
proper should be provided, on apart for 


amended so as to 


empowering schoo! 


ot s¢ 
in judgment 


either sex under sixteen yeare of age should be allowed to 


restrictions 


should given to movements calculated to 


age, under management, set 
this purpose 

Setter provision of reformatory schools for children who are mentally 
and physically defective should be made by ihe State. 


rhe Liverpool magistrates at their quarterly meeting on the 18th inst 
discussed the above report. 

Mr. Stuart Deacon drew attention to three points in the report. The 
first was that they should develop the Boy Scout, the Cadet Corps, and 
similar movements which could help juveniles in the direction in which 
they desired them to go. The second was that increased facilities be 
provided for the recreation of children out of school hours in playgrounds 
and evening playrooms. The third was the establishment of a 
children’s aid society. 

Sir Thomas Hughes suggested the appointment of a scoutmaster who 
would take an interest in the children. If a company of Scouts went 
into the slums and each boy had a neglected child allocated to him, 
he believed the results would be gratifying. 
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| students who have not already received copies should apply at once. 


Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


| 
LECTURES AND CLASSEs.—The fourth term will begin on Thursday 

| next (2nd November), on which and the following day the Principal will 
be in his room for the purpose of interviewing students. Lectures will 

commence on Monday, 6th November, and at 6 p.m. on that day (imme 
liately after first lecture) the annual meeting of the members of the 

students’ rooms will be held, at which the representatives of solicitor 
and articled clerk members will be elected to the committee. Copies 
of the prospectus and time-table for the new term can be obtained on 
application, either personally or by letter, at the Society’s Hall; and all 





Obituary. 
Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Captain John W. Merivale. 


Captain J. W. Merivate, Northumberland Fusiliers, who was born 
in 1887, was the third surviving son of Mr. and Mrs. Merivale, of 
logstone, Northumberland. He was educated at Alnmouth, St. 
Edward's School, and Queen's College, Oxford, taking his degree in 
1902. At Oxferd he was a member of the O.T.C., and on leaving to 
become an articled clerk with Messrs. Wilkinson and Marshall, solici 
tors, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, he obtained a commission in the 7th North 
umberland Fusiliers, retiring in 1912, when he had completed his articles. 
He was admitted in the same year. He rejoined on the outbreak of 
the war. and took part in the second battle of Ypres, in April, 1915, 
vhen he is wounded In September of that year he returned to the 
front and served through the winter. He was killed on 15th Septem 
ber at the head of his company. He married, in 1913, Blanche, daughter 
f Mr. G. H. Liddell, and leaves one daughter. 


THE YOUNG MAN’S SACRIFICE. 


Day by day it is brought home to us that here and in the countries 
of the Allies there are hundreds of thousands of homes to which, 
indeed, victory may bring a sense of pride and satisfaction, but to 
vhich it can never bring just the same gladness and joy in life that 
vas in these homes before the war. One young life after another goes 
to the front, mounts in spirit the heights of nobleness and courage, 
to which in ordinary times ever. a long life gives no opportunity of 
attaining And on those heights many of them pass away, leaving 
often some record of the spirit with which they have met their death, 
which makes us doubly proud of them, although it adds to the 
poignancy of grief and sense of sorrow and loss. They are succeeded 
by otheys, and yet by others, and will be as long as the effort is 
required—-a long procession from all our countries of men who die but 
who do not fail, because their life and the manner of their death is 
a glorious success 

This generation in its prime is giving its life, but it is giving it 
{ nz ts may live out its years after 


that the older generation now amr 
this war in peace, freedom and honour, and that the generation which 
is now children, and the generations who are yet to come, may enjoy 
ife and develop the national life, free from the stifling oppression of 
the domination of Prussian militarism. For years before this war we 
were living under the deepening shadow of Prussian militarism extend 
ing itself over the whole of Germany. and then extending itself over 
the whole Continent. There must be no end to this war, no peace, 
except a peace which is going to ensure that the nations of Europe 
live in the future free from that shadow in the open air and in the 
light of freedom. For that we are contending. We know that if man 
kind has any birthright, as we believe it has a birthright to peace and 
to liberty, then our cause is just and right, because it is for that we 


are fighting 

When they ask us, ‘‘ How long is the struggle to be continued? ”’ 
we can but reply that it must be continued till these things are secured, 
ind if it be hard that the present generation in its prime should be 
called on to sacrifice all, it is for the sake of the future of the nation 
and the generations that come after. It is our determination, which 
the progress of the war but deepens, in common with our Allies, to 
continue the war until we have made it certain that the Allies in 
ommon shall have achieved the success which must and cought to be 
theirs, until they have secured the future peace of the whole Continent 
of Europe, until they have made it clear that all the sacrifices we 
have made shall not have been in vain 

From Viscount Grey's speech to the Foreign Press Association, ar 
reported in the Z'imes of the 24th inst.] 
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Legal News, 


Honours and Appointments. 


On the 24th inst. Sir Tuomas Epwarp Scrurron, Lord Justice of 
Appeal, was, by His Majesty’s command, sworn of His Majesty’s Most 
Honourable Privy Council, and took his place at the Board accordingly 


The Senate for the University of London on the 18th inst. conferred 
on Mr. Jonn Cutter, K.C., the title of Emeritus Professor of Law at 
King’s College. Mr. Cutler held the Professorship of English Law at 
King’s College from 1865 to July last, when he resigned, and he held 
the Professorship of Indian Law at the college from 1865 to 1879, when 
he resigned. For a few years he was on the Senate as the representa 
tive of the Faculty of Law, and for many years, up to January, 1916, 
he was chairman of the Board of Studies in Laws 


Mr. Tatsor K. Crossrie_p has been elected Chairman of the West 
Suffolk Quarter Sessions. Mr. Crossfield, who practises in the Chan 
cery Division, was called to the Bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 1889 


Mr. Puuie Foiiiorr Scorr Stokes has been elected a Bencher of the 
Honourable Society of Lincoln’s-inn, in succession to the late Right 
Hon. Sir James Stirling. 


The Board of Trade have appointed Mr. Frank Witt1am TayLor, 
solicitor, of Barrow-in-Furness, to be Official Receiver for the Bank 
ruptcy Districts of the County Courts holden at Barrow-in-Furness and 
Ulverston and Kendal, as from lst November, 1916. 


The Board of Trade have, with the concurrence of the Lords Com 
missioners of His Majesty's Treasury, made the following appoint 
ments, to take effect on lst November, 1916: 


Mr. Joun Grant Gipson, at present Official Receiver for the Bank 
ruptcy Districts of the County Courts holden at Manchester, Salford, 
Warrington and Ashton-under-Lyne and Stalybridge, to be Oficial 
Receiver for the Bankruptcy Districts of the County Courts holden at 
Manchester, Salford, Bolton and Ashton-under-Lyne and Stalybridge 


Mr. Etwy DAvirs SYMOND, at present Official Receiver for the Bank 
ruptcy Districts of the County Courts holden at Liverpool and Birken 
head, to be also Official Receiver for the Bankruptcy Districts of the 
County Courts holden at Wigan and Warrington. 


General. 


The Middlesex Education Committee, in its scholarship scheme for 
1917, offers holiday exhibitions for teachers for travel in Germany and 
France for the study of languages. The early reopening of Germany 
to the tourist seems to be anticipated. 


The High Court of Australia has upheld the validity of the Trading 
with the Enemy Act Proclamation, declaring that the Welsbach Light 
Co. of Australia was controlled by, or for, persons of enemy nationality 
Mr. Justice Higgins dissented from the ‘decision. The Welsbach Co. 
intends to appeal to the Privy Council. 


The King has been pleased, by Letters Patent under the Great Seal, 
bearing date 18th October, 1916, to grant unto the Right Hon. Siu 
Walter George Frank Phillimore, Baronet, late one of the Lords Jus 
tices of Appeal, an annuity of £3,500 for life, commencing from 12th 
October, 1916, inclusive. 


A young woman who complained she had been dismissed by a local 
firm for having worn a skirt over a uniform, consisting of tunic and 
trousers, applied to the Newcastle Munitions Tribunal on Wednesday 
for a leaving certificate and compensation for dismissal without notice 
She was granted a certificate and £2 compensation. 


The City Solicitor attended before the King’s Remembrancer (Sit 
John Macdonell) at the Royal Courts of Justice, on Tuesday, and, on 
behalf of the Corporation, rendered service for certain old tenancies 
In the first case the City Solicitor cut one faggot with a hatchet and 
another with a bill-hook, and in the second he counted six horse-shoes 
and sixty-one nails, 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday Mr. H. Samuel, in reply 
to Mr. Joynson-Hicks, said information as to how many naturalized 
Germans and Austrians had changed their names since the outbreak of 
the war was not available. He had no authority to insist on the original 
names still being used for business purposes. “The order on that sub 
jeet dealt only with aliens still of German nationality He did not think 
he had power to issue the regulation necessary to effect the purpose 
suggested. The matter could be discussed when the Registration of 
Business Names Bill came before the House 


The Times understands that, recognizing that it would be useless to 
rely on a voluntary return, the Government have decided that any 


— 
demand for a return from those concerned disclosing milk contracts and 
the prices paid. To have any value the return must be compulsory, and 
to secure that a short Act of Parliament would be necessary. It is 
hoped, after the plain language used in Parliament by Mr. Runciman 
and Mr. Pretyman, that farmers, dealers and retailers will see that 
they should be satisfied with a normal or pre-war profit. No rise above 
6d. a quart is anticipated in the London district at present 


In the House of Commons, on Thursday, Mr. Norton-Griffiths asked 
the Prime Minister whether his attention had been called to various 
resolutions passed by public bodies calling for Government action in 
regard to the increase of venereal disease ; and whether immediate steps 
would be taken, with a view to notification and compulsory treatment, 
thus mitigating the danger arising to innocent persons by contagion, 
and also safeguarding the welfare and health of the troops. Mr. Hayes 
Fisher said the Royal Commission recently appointed had recommended 
various measures, and he thought more progress was likely to be 
achieved by following its suggestions than by taking the steps indicated 


in the question 


The Bill Says the Westminster Gazette) introduced by Mi Brace 
on Wednesday night makes it a criminal offence, punishable by seven 
years’ penal servitude, either to give or to offer gratuities to any Govern 
ment servant, even without intent to bribe. That is a drastic step, 
but such irregularities as were revealed in the Army Clothing Depart 
ment demand drastic treatment Obviously the Bill may lead to 
strange results unless it is carefully worded. A tip to a Metropolitan 
constable, who is a Government servant, which was no more than the 
expression of gratitude for some small service, might subject the giver 
to very heavy penalties. But we are all agreed that such practices as 
were revealed in cases still warm in the public memory must be made 
impossible, and that any attempt to secure undue preference for a con- 
tractor must be made so dangerous that they will not be entered upon. 
The Bill should establish a situation in which we should hear no more 
of scandals. 


The death is announced, after a long illness, of Lady Romer, wife of 
Sir Robert Romer, for many years a Judge of the Chancery Division 
and a Lord Justice of Appeal. Lady Romer was the daughter of Mark 
Lemon, who founded Punch in 1841, and her mother was Helen 
Romer, a well-known singer She inherited from her parents good 
looks and a charming personality In 1864 she married her cousin, 
tobert Romer, then a recent Senior Wrangler and a Fellow of Trinity 
Hall, and on the threshold of his career at the Bar. She had the 
gratification of seeing her husband climb to a very high position in his 
profession, both as an advocate and a judge, and her sons winning dis- 
tinction in their various professions. One is Mr. Mark Lemon Romer, 
K.C., standing counsel to the University of Cambridge; another is Mr. 
Frank Romer, the surgeon; another is Lieutenant-Colonel C, F. Romer, 
C.B. Only a few weeks ago she had the sorrow of losing her grandson, 
the son of Mr. Mark Romer, who died of wounds. She grew old grace 
fully, retaining her beauty to the end 


Tue ‘Oxford ’’ Sectional Bockcase is the ideal one for anybody who 
is building up a library. It is splendidly finished, with nothing of the 
office stamp about it. The illustrated booklet issued by the manufac- 
turers, William Baker & Co., Ltd., The Broad, Oxford, may be 
obtained gratis, and will certainly prove interesting to book lovers.— 
(Advt.) 


Roya, Excnance Assurance.—At a court of directors of the Royal 
Exchange Assurance held to-day it was degided to pay, on 6th Novem 
ber next, an interim dividend of five pounds per cent., less income-tax, 
on the capital stock of the corporation in respect of the half yeal ending 


Wth June, 1916 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

NEVILLE. EVE. 

Mr. Leach 
Goldschmidt 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT 
Rota. No. 


Monday (Oct. 30 Mr, Synge Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Jolly 
Tuesday .. — oo Church Borrer Greswel! 
Wednesda) Nov. 1 Farmer Leach Borrer Cherch 
Thursday .... 2 Bloxam Church Synge Greswell 
Friday... 3 Greswe)! Synge Farmer Jolly 
Saturday 4 Jolly Farmer Bloxam Borrer 
Mr. Justice 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 


SARGANT. ASTBURY VOUNGER, PETERSON. 
Monday Oct. 30 Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam Mr. Farmer Mr. Church 
TEE sccwvce f Leach Jolly Synge Farmer 
Wednesday Nov. 


Date. Mr. Justice 


Greswell Synge Bloxam Goldschmidt 
Farmer Goldschmidt Leach 
1 each 


Friday .. Bloxam Church Borrer 





attempt to force up the price of milk still further must be met by a 


31 
1 
Thursday .... 2 Jolly 
3 
4 


Saturday Synge Goldschmidt Church Greswell 
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High Court of Justice—King’s Bench Division. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1916. 








['wo of His Majesty Judges, yet to be selected, will attend the 
November and December Sessions of the Central Criminal Court 
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* Revenue Paper and Munitions Tribunals Appeals. 






Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 20. 


BERGVIK Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 16, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to, Reginald Bernard 
Petre, 11, Ironmonger In, liquidator. 

COUNTY SAURCE & PICKi# Co., LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 5, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Joseph Clough Jackson, 26, Bond st, Leeds, liquidator. 

GAWTHORPS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 2,to send their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims,to Alfred Dobson, 10, Park row, 
Leeds, liquidator. 

HANLEY Moca Care Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to R. E. 
Clark, 17, Albion st, Hanely, Staffs, liquidator. 

James R. BLACK & Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 30, to send in 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Marsom Edney, Berwick upon Tweed, liquidator. 

F. W, Kina Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before, Nov 30, to send their names and 
addresses, aud the particulars of their debts or claims, to Tom Coombs, Oxford 
chmbrs, Victoria eq, Leeds, liquidator. 

RAYMOND ALLEN, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Nov. 30, to sen | their names and addres:es, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to W. E. Midwinter, Council chmbrs, Cirencester, liquidator. 

WOLVERHAMPTON STAR AND GARTER HOTEL Co, Ltp.—Crediturs are required, on or 
before Nov. 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Mein Wilkie, 22 Darlington st, Wolverhampton, liquidator. 








JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Oct. 24. 


R. H. MARK & Co, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 8, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to John William 
Archer Hirst, 28, Queen st, Alpert sq, Manchester, liquidator. 

B. LorTHoussE, Ltp. (Ib VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Nov 11, to send their namesan¢d acdresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Alfred Weaver, 2, Mount st, Man hester, liquidator. 

C. WHITAKER & Co, (BRADFORD), LTD. -Oreditors are required, on or before Nov 18, 
to send their nawes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Robert Sout..worth Dawson, 9, Charles st, Bradford, liquidator. 





UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
Caspari, Derais & Co, UNLTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 27, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A. A Men 
zies, Juvr , North John st, Liverpool, liquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 17. 


E. E. Needham & Uo, Ltd. J. E. Thomas Auto-Coachbuilding Co, Ltd ed 
Colville Motor Works Ltd. Dalecrest Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Trinity Gold Placer Mining Syndicate (1906)Enid Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Warwick Macninery Co, (1908) Ltd. 
Mitcham Motor Co, Ltd. 





std. 
Feltoe & Smith, Ltd. 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Oct. 20 


James Miller (Blackburn), Ltd. Empire Motor Cab Co, Ltd. 
Caspari Defais & Co. Annote Syndicate, L 

Eglin & Firth, Ltd, Handsworth Picture Hall Co, Ltd. 
William Thomas, Sons & Co, Ltd. Edgarton Auto, Ltd. 

P Kench, Ltd. (Private Company) A K Syndicate, Ltd. 

Anglo-Indian Maoufacturing Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Oct. 24. 

Transport Motor Construction Co, Ltd. 

Tyre Yarn4, Ltd. Geri Tin Syndicate (Northern Nigeria), Ltd. 
Fabric Weavers, Ltd. Luton Chemical Works, Ltd. 


East Lancashire Picture and Variety Palace Vernco steamship Co, Ltd. 
Co, Ltd. Rio Bravo Plantations and Timber Co, Ltd. 


Southern Engineering Co, Ltd. 





Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 13. 


CHARLES H. BLUME.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 16, to send by prepaid 
post, full particulars of their debts or claims, to Jehn William Barratt, 194, Coleman at, 
controller. 

FR. MEYER'S SOHN, Ltp.—Creditors are required to send, by prepaid post, on or before 
Oct. 31, full particulars of the.r debts or claims to Alfred Page, 28, King st, Cheapside, 
controller. 

E. Merck, 66, Crutched friars.—Crelitors are required to send, by prepaid post, on or 
before Oct 31, full particulars of their debts or ciaims to B. Dennett Holroyd, 6, Great 
Winchester st, controller 

SwitcH GEAR CONSTRUCTION Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 15, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. H. 
Stephens, 6, Clements In, controller. 

TOMLINSON-HEMMER, LTD.—Creditors are en t» send, by prepaid post, on or before 
Nov 10, full particulars of their debts or claims to Henry Whittaker Garnett, Chartered 

Accountant, 61, Brown st, Manchester, controller. 





Londen Gazette.—TUESDAY, Oct. 17. 


BERGMANN, KLBEMANN & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 28, to send 
their.names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Sidney 
J. Fie'd, 17, Shaftesbury av, controller. 

ELKAN & Co, Ltp.—Creditors must come in and prove their debts by Oct 31,to Mn. 
Arthur Francis Whinney, 4B, *rederiek’s pil, Old Jewry, controller. 

A. W. FABER, 149, Queen Victoria st.--Creditors are required, on or before Nov 28 to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and elaims, to Sidiney J. 
Field, 17, Shaftesbury av, controller. 

P. D. RassPs Sons, LTD—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 20, to send, by prepaid 

ost, full particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Crewdson Howard, 70a, 
inghall st, controller. 

Scumipt & LORENZEN.—Creditors are required to send, by prepaid post, on or before 
Oct 27, full particulars of their debts or claims to Ernest Layton Bennett, 31 & 32, 









+ Central Criminal Court proceeding and intervening. 


Broad Street av, controller. 
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London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Oct. 20. 

— Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 17, t» send full particulars of 
their debts or claims, by prepaid post, to A. R. Green, 100-104 Moorgate Station chmbrs, 
controller. 

London Gazette. —TUBSDAY, Oct. 24. 

Rosa KREMER, 15, Moor st, Soho.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 16, to send 
their names and addresses, anid the particulars of their debts and claims, to W. J. 
H. Boyle, 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd, controller. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. | 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Oct. 17. 


SWALES, MARIA, 8, Trinity-rd, Sheerness, Kent Nov. 18 Hear! and others v. 
bone and another, Eve and Peterson, JJ. Blome-Jones, Sheet ness. 





W hai-- 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 20. 


McLAREN, WILLIAM, Pyrford, nr Woking, Surrey Nov. 21 
Eve, J. Thorne, Aldermanbury. 


McLaren v. Brockelbank, 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Oct. 24. 


PURDEY, Major SEFTON, Braishfield Lodge, Braishfield, Southampton Nov. 20 Easther 
Limited v. Messer, Eve, J. Messer, Old Jewry-chambers. 
SAUNDERS, WALTER KENNETH GEORGE, Jackwood, Shooter's Hill, Kent Nov. 23 | 


Scott & Co, v. Saunders, Astbury. J. Bell, Idol line, Eastcheap 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY Oct. 17. 
ADAMSON, WILLIAM, Sebergham, nr Carlisle Nov 20 Storey & Robson, Sunde: land 


ATwoop, Rev HENRY ARTHUR SPENCER, Sparham, Norfolk Oct 31 Foster & Co, 
Norwich 

BAILEY, EDWIN, Macclesfield Nov 14 Pimblott, Macclesfield 

BALDWIN, JOHN, Ipswich Novi6 Smith, Ipswich 

BAMLET, JOHN CHAPMAN, Middleton in Teesdale, Durham Nov 13 Holmes, Barnard 


Castle 

BARNARD, ADA MAUDR, Camden Hill rd, Upper Norwood Novi5 Finch & Co, Cannon st 

BooTE, CHARLEs EDMUND, Blythe Briage, Staffs Nov 27 North, High Holborn 

BREW, ROBERT, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Clogger Nov 1) Thomp on, Whitehaven 

BROWN, GEORGE, Manchester, Architect Nov 21 Peace & Ellis, Wigan 

BURFOOT, GEORGE FREDERICK, Leigh on Sea, Essex Nov 13 Beecroft, Leigh on Sea 

BYFIELD, SARAH ANN, Birmingham Novil7 Gateley & Sons, Birmingham 

CARPEN1IER, JAMES, Boughton Malherbe, Kent Oct 31 Norwood, Ashford, Keat 

CHAPMAN, HENRY, Leoham, Kent, Farmer Nov 16 Stenning & Son, Mai stone 

CLARK, Lvcy, Egg Buckland, Devon Nov 12 Woolcombes & Young, Plymouth 

CORBETT, ALFRED EDWARD, Headingley, Leeds Novl15 Walker & Harrop, Manchester | 

Coxon, ELIZA IRONSIDE, St Marychurch, Torquay Nov 16 Foster & Someiville, | 
Torquay } 

CUSHION ALFRED, Norwich, Timber Merchant Nov 20 

Day, CLARA, Liverpool, General Dealer Nov {7 Taylor, Liverpool 

EpGE, NICHOLAS, Newton Heath, Manchester Nov 24 Blumberg, Manchester 

FOWLER, ALBERT, Gerrards Cross, Bueks, Coniractor Nov 22 Davies, Queen's rd, 
Bayswater 

Fox, THOMAS, Iver, Bucks,Grocer Nov16 Harvey & Green, Uxbridge 

GoOODACRE, ALFRED RANDOLPH, Brighton Oct 31 Godfree, Brighton 

Grimxgs, WILLIAM, Redland, Bristol, Chartered Ac ‘ountant Nov 20 Glyde, Bristol 

HARBORD, GEORGE ALFRED LIONEL, Enniskean, Cork,Ireland Nov 14 Timmins & 
Timmins, Bath 

HASLAM, RALPH EpGAR, Bentinck st Dec 12 

HaytTor, Tuomas, East Boldon, Durham, Farmer 

HOLDER, MaRY MOUNTJOY, Dewnend, Glos Nov 20 

Hotmers, JOHN, Lincoln Novil Brogden, Lincoln 

Hooper, HENRY RICHARD DEEKS, Wood In, Hammersmith, Licensed Victualler Nov 15 
McColm & Brooke, Lewisham bridige, Lewisham 

HUNT, SAMUEL, Portishead, Somerset, Cab Proprietor Nov 20 (Glyde, Bristol | 

IRWIN, INNES ELDEN, Rock Ferry, Cheshire Nov 17 Sam;son & Co, Liverpool 

LyNoH, Lieut-Col COLMER WILLIAM DONALD, DSO (who died on July 1 in France, on 
active service) Nov30 Stokes & Stokes, Great St Helens 

Mason, Joseru, Higher Tranmere, Birkenhead Nov 13 Bremner & Co, Liverpool 

MENZIES, Jessitx, Akroyden, Halifax Nov27 Menzies & Co, Liverpoel 


English, Norwich 


Moon & C :, Bloomsbury sq 
Nov27 Wright & Son, Sunderland 
Glyde, Bristol 


Nov18 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 


MoRGAN, HENRY, Willesden Green 
Oct 31 Hawkins & Co, Hitchin, 


Nasu, WILLIAM THOMAS, Royston, Herts, Merchant 


Herts 
NICHOLSON, JOHN CARR, Headingley, Lee ts, Chemical Manufacturer Nov 13 Simpson 
& Cartis, Leeds 
NIXON. JOSEPH WELLS, Willoughby onthe Wolds, Nottingham, Farmer 
& Co, Nottingham 
OLIVER, ROBERT DUDLEY MAUNSELL, Peterborough 
PADDOCK, ANN FURBBER, Newport,Salop Nov 21 > 
PRITCHARD, LOUISA ANK, Pendleton, pr Manchester Nov 30 Boote & Co, tae I 
RADVORE, Lewis, Hampton in Arden, Warwick Nov 14 Hooper & Co, Birmiogham 
RANSON, WILLIAM, Guildford Nov 30 Capron & Sparkes, Guildford 
REED, MARGARET GRACE, Gwennap Cornwall Nov 21 Grylis & Paige, Redruth 
REPINGTON, EMILY a’CoURT, Ockham, Surrey Nov 16 Nicholl & Co, Howard at, 
Strand 
Rox, FRANK EDWARD MERVYN, Twickenham Nov v7 
THOMAS, WHARTON, Liverpool, Bookkeeper Nov 18 


Novi3 Good tl 


Nov 2! Jenkins & Co, O:d J wry 
Liidie & Heane, Newport, Salo 


Tyler, Clements inn 
Jackson, Liverpool 


THOMPSON, CHARLES CARTHEW, Cookham Dean, Barks Dec 16 Thompson, Queen 
Victoria st 

TRIANA, SANTIAGO PEREZ, Avenue rd, Hampstead Nov 18 Roberts & Co, Queen Vic 
toria st 

TUCKER, GEorGE LAX, B rmingham, Commercial Traveller Nov 20 Gateley & Sons, 
Birmingham 


WADE, ELEONORA HARRIET, Yirk Dee 1 Spink & Brown, York 
WHEELER, SARAH, JESSIK, Sutton, Surrey Nov 12 Spencer & Co, Queen st 
WILLSoN, JOHN CHARLES, Ashton upon Mersey Nov 14 Wrigley & Eldon, Manchester 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 20. 


AYLING, JAMES, Chiddingfold, Surrey, Brickmaker Nov30 Ranger & Co, Fenchurch st 


BAYFORD, JOHN JAMES, vortswood, Southampton, Managing Director Nov 20 Eman- 
uel & Emanuel, Southampton 

BERREY, THOMAS EQuaTor YOUNG, Eastbourne, Chartered Accountant Nov30 Taylor 
& Co, Billiter st 

BLACKBURN, FLORENCE IRELAND, Gordon mans, Francis st Dec 1 Evans & Taylor, 


Bristol 

Boyt, ELIZABETH JANE, Wimborne Minster, Dorset 

borne Minster 

CAVE, HENRY HADDON, Rugby, Land Agent Nov 30 Sowter & Sergean’, Brigg 

CRAWLEY, MARY, Chester Nov2l Pedley & Co, Crewe 

LOBBS, WILLIAM, Cambridge, College Butler Dec 2 Squires, Cambridge 

GOODALL, WILLIAM HENRY, Conduit st, Tailor Nov 30 Graham, Hanover s; 

HARGREAVES, THOMAS HENRY, Waterhead, Vidha », Farmer Novis Ponsonby & Car- 
lisle, OVidham 

HOGG, SARAH ANDERSON, Myddleton, Ilkley, Yerks Nov18 Harrowell, York 

HUTCHINSON, HARRIET, Hendon Nov 20) Rowlands & Co, Birmingham 

IBBOTSON, WALTER, Hale, Vhester, Paper Merchant Dee 18 Diggles & Ogden, Man- 
chester 

JONES, THOMAS, Birmingham Nov 30 Jennings, Liverpool 

KENDRICK, GEORGE, Bilston, Staffs, Surgeon Nov 30 Siater & Co, Darlaston 

KENYON, ERNEST, Southport Oct 24 Battersby, Sonthport 

LgxES, JANE, Ardwick, Manchester Nov 24 Crofton & Co, Manchester 

LITTLE, WILLIAM KOB8EBT, Blackpool Nov 30 Butcher, Blickp ol 


Nov 10 Luff & Raymond, Wim- 


LOADER, SARAH ANN, Lordship rd, Stoke Newington Nov 30 Hulsted & Co, Fins 
bury eq 

MACDOUGALL, ALLAN, Denning rd, Hampetead Nov 17 Stewart, Public Trustee, 
Kingswa: 

MAPPLEBECK, ARTHUR, Bradford Nov 22 Newton, Bradford 


MARGESSON, EDWARD CUNNINGHAME, Eliot pl, Bliacsheath Nov 21 Stewart, Public 
Trustee, Kingsway 
MITCHELL, MAGDALEN ANN LEMPRIERE, Torquay 


Potts, HENRY, Pendlebury, Lancs, Confectioner 


Dec B® Wilde & Co, College bill 
Dec 16 Knight, Manchester 


RICHARDSON, WILLIAM CHARLES, Upper Tooting Park, Surrey Nov 4 Hollest & Co, 
Farnham 
ROBERTS, JAMES HENRY, Llandudno, Provision Mer‘hant Nov 18 Chamberlain «& 


Johnson, Llandudno 
MorRIS, Lieut-Com CHARLES SEBASTIAN, RN, Saltash 
SEGAIN, ALFRED, Kingsman st, Woolwich, Coal Dealer 
Woolwich 
SMART, FREDERICK BERTRAM, North gt, Regent's pk, Chartered Accountant 
Cox & L fone, Tower Roya!, Cannon st 
SMITH, HENRY HERBERT, Calne, Wilts Novi18 Royds & Co, Bedford sy 
SMITH, JOHN, Lunedale, Yorks, Farmer Nov 80 Holmes, Barnard Castle 
STRANGE, SARAH ANN, Worthing Nov 20 Gr. en, Worthing 
SUMMERFIELD, RICHARD, Eccles, Lancs, Paper Merchant Nov 2) 


Nov 30 
Nov 16 


Berkeley, Birmingham 
Sampson, William st, 


Nov 30 


Hollinrake, Eccles 


TUCKER ELIZABETH, Nottingham, Hay Dealer Nov 25 Clifton & Co, Nottingham 
W ARDELL, CATHERINE, Doe Hill honse, nr Alfreton, Derby Dec5 Davies & Co, Chester- 
field 


WARDELL, STUART CRAWFORD, Doe flill house, nr Alfreton, Derby, Mining Engineer 
Dec 5 Davies & Co, Chesterfield 

WHITTY, Rev WILLIAM] JOHN SymMpson,|Farthinghoe Rectory, nr Brackley, Northampton 
Nov25 Woodbridge & Sons, Serjea t's inn 

WILLIAMS, HENRX FREDERICK, Sunningdale, Berks 
fori row 

WYNTER, HARRY KENDALL, Taunton 


Nov 30 Balderston & Warrens, Bed 


Nov18 Broomhead, Taunton 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, BMOoOORGATE! 


STrRE=zT, LONnNDOowWm, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPHECIALISTS IN ALL LICH NSING MATTERBSB. 
Upwards ef 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases 
4pplication. 


or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent oa 


POOLING INSURANCE. 

The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 

APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Oct. 24. 
Nov 20 Jacksons & Co, Coleman st 


AINSWORTH, JOHN, Addison gdna, Kensington 


ALEXANDER, HANNAH, South Beuwell, Newoast'e upon Tyne 


Newvastie upon Tyne 
ALLWOOD, MATTHEW SAXBY, Sheffield Now 25 
BAKER, JANKE, Gosport, Hants Nov 3) Churcher & ¢ 
SARNETT, JOSEPH DAVID, Camden rd Nov 20 
BRADMAN, ALFRED, Hove, Sussex Nov?) Nye & Donne, 
BERTRAM, WILLIAM, oth bury, Northumberland, Agent 

castle upon Tyne 
BETTINSON, JOUN THOMAS 
BoTToms, ANN, Chinley, Derby Nov 30 
BRACKENBURY, FLORENCE CRCILIA VIOLET, 

Newcast e upon Tyne 
BRIDGWATER, SAMUEL ERNEST, Hilsborough, Sheffield 

sheffield 
COLVIN, EMILY MARY, Custletown rd 

Lincoln's ion flelds 
DAVIDSON, WILLIAM JOHN, Liverpool Nov 0 
DAWES, ELIZABETH, Derby Jan 19 Bamford, Derby 
DoyNE, NANNY, Wellington ct, Knightsbridge Dect 
FABBRICOTT!, HBRNAKDO, Leghorn, Italy Dec 4 
FLACH, ELIsx, Bosworth, Leicester Nov 24 
FREER, ALFRED, Stourbridg , Worcester Dec 1 
GANDERTON, CHARLES THOMAS, Kingston upon Hull 

Stow, Hu l 
HAi LAM, SARAH, Moseley, BHirminghan 
HALES, ANNIE EMILY, Tunbridge Wells 
HEMSLEY, ELIZABE H BRYAN, Norwich 
HILL, URANIA, Bradford Nov2s Turner, 


tome, Italy 


West Kensington 


Nov 25 
Nov 27 

Nov 30 

Hudderstieid 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —TURSDAY, Oct. 17. 
ADJU DICATIONS 


APPLEBY, GEORGE, Stockton on Te 8, Draper Stocktou on 
fees Pet Oc 13 Ord Oct 18 

BARRETT, JOHN TEMPRST, Morecambe, Lancs 
Pres'on Pet Gct 18 Ord Oct 13 

Bopp, WILLI«M, Tuobridge Weils, Coal Merchant 
bridge Wella Pet Augll Ord O«t 13 

COLLINS, CHARLES G, Jermyn st H gh Cour 
Ord Oct 18 

CURTIS, SARAH JANE, Romsey, Hants 
Oct 12 Ord O-t 12 

DAVEY, FREDERICR WILLIAM, Taunton, Hosier 
Pet Oct 14 (rd Oct 14 

FPURRANK, ARTHUR JAMES, Richmond, Surrey, 
Wandsworth Pet Sept 18 Ord Oct 12 

Horg, Hargay, Wolverhampton, Engineer 
ton Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Jarrerson. Joun, Wistaston, or Crewe 
Crewe Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

JoB on, WALTER Brnron, Leicester, FE 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Oct 14 

OWEN, JOHN EDWARD, Isledon rd, Finsbury Pa k, Tailor 
High Court Pet sept il4 Ord Oct l4 

SANDLER, Hannis, Gore rd, South Haekne , Costume 
Manufactur rs Manager High Court Pet Uct 13 
Ord Oct 13 

SMALLEY, JAMES, Daubbill, Bolton, Journeyman Clogger 
Bolton Pet Uct i2 rd Oct 12 

Smita, Josern WILLIAM, Lowestoft, 
Yarmouth Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 13 


Stock Broke 
ran 
Pet July 21 


Soathamptom Pet 


Taunton 
Solic tor 
Wolverl.amp- 
Nantwich and 


igiieer Leicester 


Grocer Great 


London Gazette —FRIDAY, (ct. 20 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BARNETT, BENJAMIN, Fi chat, Brick In, Whitechapel 
Court Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 17 

BLAND, ALBERT, Sheffield, Grocer 
Ord Oct 18 

BROUGHAM, JoSEPH HENRY, Mounts rrel, Leicester 
fitter Leicester Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 17 

CATTERMOLK, JOHN CHARLES WALKER, Liskeard, Cornwall 
Baker Plymouth Pet Oct 2 rd Oct 16 

GENERAL HAULAGE Co, Lan Borough, Haulage 
Contractor High Court Pet S pt 15 Ord Oct 18 

Gripnin, WiLttaM HENRY, and HAROLD AUSTIN 
Unsworth, Manchester, Engineers Manchester Pet 
Oct 4 Ord Oct 16 

Hugues, SypnEY, York st, St James 
Court Pet Oct i8 Ord OTIS 

HUMPHREYS, CHARLES D«NIBL, Bangor, Carnarvon, Book- 
seller, Bangor Pet Oct 17 Ord (ct 17 

James, A. T uecn's rd, South Norwood, General Dealer 
Croydon Pet Augl (Ord Oct 17 

KAY, WILLIAM, Radcliffe, Lancs, 
Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 

KILVERT, JAMES BARLOW, Hulme, Manchester 
cher Manchester Pet Oct 16 Ord oct 16 

Lar, WILLIAM Henry, Carlsbad st, Caledonian rd, Carman 
High Court Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 16 

Lona, WILLIAM, and WILLIAM ERNgsT HoLmks, Ti eorchy, 
Glam Wholesale Fruiterers Pontypridd Pet Oct 1 
Ord Oct 17 

Moor, WILLIAM THomas, Bramha!!, Che hire, Hardware 
Merchant Manchester Pet Sept 30 rd Oct 16 

Rogers & Sons, Sevenoaks, Kent, Butchers Tunbridge 
Wells Pet Sept 30 Ord Oct lt 

Rowsk, HeLan Kprrs, or Brighton Brighton 
Ord Oct 1) 

Stokes, Isatan, Cranswick rd, 
Officer Hi.h Court Pet Oct 18 

SWINBURNE, W (Male), Liverpool, Draper 
‘et 8 Ord Veo 17 

THOMAS, ALFRED, Cwmavon, Glam, 
Pet Oct 18 Ord Oct 18 

Taomas, EDWARD, Rhyl, Flint, 5‘ ationer 
Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 

THOMAS, JoHN ISHMAEL, 
Ongar, Essex Chelmsford 

WESTGATE, KATE STANFORD, Cromer 
Ord Oct 17 


High 


Sheffield Pet Uct 18 


Out 


aster 4 


Art Dealer High 


Coal Dealer Bolton 


Pork But 


Pet Aug 21 
Rotherhithe, Relieving 
Ord @ct 18 

Liverpool Pet 


‘oal Miner Neath 


Bangor Pet 
Rivers Rectory, nr 
Ord Oct 16 

Pet Oct 17 


Stanford 
Pet Sept 22 
Norwich 


Jackson & Ja 
iurcher, Gosport 
Aaron, Moorgate st 
Brighton 
Nov 20 


Little Ponton, Lincoln, Farmer 
Farrington, Manchester 
Dee 5 


Nov 25 


Toulmin & Co, Liverpool 


Burton & Co, Surrey st 
Walls & Uo, Old Jewry 

Go ldard & Co, Clement’ 
Bannister, Stouroridge 
Merchant 


Lowless & Co, Great St Helens 
Harrison 
Cozens-Hardy & Jewson, Norwich 


Nov 21 Watson & Co, 


kson, Sheffield Lincoln's inn fields 
LENDON, WILLIAM 
Budge row 
M, t, Je 
Watso: & Co, New MACFIE, JOHN 
OSBORNE, GEORGE, Sheffield 


Nov 18 Norton, Grantham 


Dees & T.ompson, 


Jack-on & Jackson, 


Pountney hl 


Del Bloxham & Co, 


Exeter 


STRAKER, WALTER HENRY, Rusthall mans, Bedford Park, Middlx 


Norfolk st 
inn, Strand Blyth, Norwich 


Dec 1 Martinson «& f 


Bush ia 








FIRST MEETINGS. 
GBORGR, Stockton on Tees, Draper Oct 27 at 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles 


APPLERBY 
11.%0 
brough 

BARNETT, BENJAMIN, Finch st, Brick In, Whitechapel Oct 
wWatl2 Hankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

GENERAL HAULAGE Co, THE, Lancaster st, Borough, Haul 
age Contractors Oc 31 at 1 Bankruptcy 
Carey st 

HicHENs, JOHN HAUGHTON and AGNES HICHENS Luton, 
Beds, Hat Manufacturers Oct 30at12 Off Rec, The 
Parade, Northampton 

HOLMES. CHARLES JAMES, (deovase |) Lancaster 
2 16 Palatine C«fé, Market st, Lancaster 

HUGHES, SYDNEY, York st, St ‘James’, Art Dealer 
atill Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

J&EFFREUSON, JOHN, Wistaston, or Crewe 

Royal Hotel, Crewe 

WILLIAM, Radcliffe, Lancs, Coal Dealer 

11.30 Off Rec, 19, Kxchange st, Voltun 

Lev, WILLIAM HENRY, Carlsbad st, Caledonian rd, Carman 
Oct 3Lat12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

STOKES, ISAIAH, Cranswick rd, Rotherhithe, Relieving 
(Officer Nov latil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Amended Notice substituted for that published 

in the London Gazette of Oct 13: 

EARLE, TH MAS RICHARD, Shawfleld st, Chelsea 
lt Bankruptey bi igs, Carey st 


Oct 31 at 
Oct 31 
Oct 27 at 10.30 


KAY Oct 28 at 


Oct 24 at 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
SARAH GOODMAN, Brushfi ld st, 
Ord Oct 18 

Sheffield 


ARMGLASS, MYER, and 
High Court Pet Ang 19 

BLAND, ALBERT, Sheffield, Grocer 
Ord Oct 18 

BROUGHAM, JOSEPH HENRY, Mounteorrel, Leicester (Out- 
fitter «eicester Pet Oct 16 Ord Oct 17 

Hipeerp, WILLIAM JoHN HENRY, Hedge 
Hants Fruit Grower So .thampton 
Ord Oct 16 

HUGHES, SypNkyY, York st, St James’, 
Court Pet Oct 18 Orl Oct 18 

HUMvHREY*, CHARLES DANIEL, Bangor, Carnarvon, Book- 
seller Bangor Pet Oct 17 Ord Oqt 17 

KAY, WILLIAM, Radcliffe, Lancs, Coal 
Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 17 

Lone, WILLIAM, and WILLIAM Ernest Ho_mgs, T. eorchy, 
Giam, Wholesale Fruiterers Pontypridd Pet Oct 17 
Oru Oct 17 

SMITH, FRANCIS WILLIAM 
Film Proprietor High Court 

Srokes, ISAIAH, Cranswick rd Rotherhithe, Rec iving 
Officer Hig Court PetOct 18 Ord Oct 18 

TRE, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Fore st, Upper Edmonton, 
Draper, &c Edmonton Pet Oct 2 Urd Oct 18 

THOMAS ALFRED, Cwmavo , Glam, Coal Miner 
Pet Oct 18 Ord O118 

THOMAS, Epwarp, Rhy), Flin’, 
17 Ord Oct 17 

WESTGATR, KATR STANFORD, Cromer 
17 Ord Oct 17 


ORDER ANNULLING, 


Pet Oct 18 


End, Botley, 
Pet Sep. 29 


Art Dealer, High 


Dealer Bolton 


OGDEN, Wardour st, Soh», 
Pet Aug9 Ord Oct 16 


Neath 


Stationer Bangor Pet Oct 


Norwich Pet Oct 

REVOKING, OR RESCINDING 

ORDER. 

AVERY, CHARLES, Headingl: y, Leeds, Hay Dealer Birming- 
ham Ree Ord March 20,1901 Ord of Adjud April 23, 
1901 Anau!, Rev, or Rese Oct 12, 1914 


London Gazette. —TORSVAY. Oct 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Amos, GEORGE MALBOROVGH, Colchester, Coal Merchant 
Colchester Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 
BRowN, PE: cy, Albemarle st High Court 
Ord Oct 14 

Cargy, W.R, Beeston, No ts 
Ord Oct 18 

EDWARDS, Epwin, West Green, Tottenham, Boot Repa'rer 
Edmonton Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 

KITTs, FRANK, G,and'/ HENRY Murray, Corn Exchange 
e mbrs,Corn Merchants High Court Pet Sept 6 Ord 
Oct 19 

KURIANSKY, L, Queen's rd, Bayswater, Agent 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Oct 18 


Pet Oct 11 


Nottingham Pet Sept 2s 


HOLLINGPRIEST, FREDERICK HOWARD, 
Norton & Howe, Manchester 
HousTOUN, CAROLINE FREDERIOCA, Eaton sq 
HREBICEK, ANTON, Hove, Sussex, Tailor 
LASCELLES, SARAH KaTE, Regent's ct, Marylebone 


HENRY, 


RAHAM, Moers Side, Manchester 
MART N, (AROLINE GERTRUDE, Carnforth 


PHILLIPS, ELIZA, Croydon, Surrey 

RIGNARCKER, KOBERT, La Tour de Peilz Veud, Switzerland 
Southampton st, High Holborn 

SAVAGE, PRISCILLA, Hythe, Kent 

SIMPSON, CLIFFORD SANDFORD, 


SMITH, 3ARAH JANE, Kettering, Northimpton 
SPARKES, GEORGIANA MARY ANNE CHARLOTTE, Dawlish 


THOMPSON, CHARLES Henry, Thorpe Himlet, Norwich, Tinware Ma iufacturer 


Upton, ELIZABETH Reeve, Eaton, Norwich 

, Uvton, HENRY KUSHMER, Eaton, Norwich 

WATERMAN, ELiZA Bort and IsaBELLA WATERMAN, High Halden, Kent 
& Sons, Tenderden, Kent 

WILLIAMS, NICHOLAS GRENFELL, Plymouth 

Woo DCOCK, FRANCIS, Brighton Nov 18 


bidgs, 
| BELLHOUSR, J HuGH, Micheldever, Hants 


Hi, h Court 
' 


Northenden, Cheshire, Merchant Nov 15 
Nov 25 Few & Co, Surrey st 

Griffith & Smith, Brighton 

Nov 30 Osborn-Jenkyn & Son, 


Nov 20 


Croyd n, Solicitor Nov 2 Lendon & Carpenter, 
Nov30 Forwood & Williams, Liverpool 
Lancs Nov 30 Maxsted & Co, Lancaster 

H & A Maxtield, Sheffield 
Dec4 Nicholson & Co, Queen Ann's gt 
Nov 17 Welman & Sons, 


Dec 20 


Dec 20 Adams, St Martin’s In 
texhill Nov 24 Benham & Co, Suffolk House, Laurence 
Nov 30 Whittington, Leeds 

Nov 30 Sparkes & Co, 


Nov 30 Faws:ett, 


Nov 30 


Del 
Dec 1 


Barnard & Son, Norwich 
Barnard & Son, Norwich 


Nov 25 Mace 


Dec 5 Gard, Devonport 
Brutton & Co, Hove 


SOLOMON, ABRAHAM, Howland st, Tottenham Court rd 
Bag Maker High Court Pet Sept 26 Ord Oct19 
THORNBER, ALICE MAUD MaRY, Bedford Bedford Pet 

Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 
WHITEHEAD, ERNEST W, Alb>marle st 
May 26 Ord Oct 19 
ORDER ANNULLING, REVOKING, OR RESCINDING 
ORDER. 


High Court Pet 


Winchester 
R-c Ord Aug 23 Annul, Rev or Rese Oct 16 
FIRST MBETINGS. 


TEMPEST, Morecambe, Lancs, Stock 
8 at 10 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 


Off Rec, 


BARRETT, JOHN 
Brok-r Nov 
Preston 

BLAND, ALBERT, Sheffield, Grocer 
Fi tree in, Sheffield 

BrovuGuaM, Josera HENRY. Moun sorrel, Leicester, Out- 
fitter Uct 3lat3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

BROWN, Percy, Albemarle st Nov 2 atl2 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

CUNNINGTON, ELIZABETH HARRIET, Llanrwst, Denbigh 
Nov lat il2 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

DAVEY, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Taunton, Hosier 
3.15 3, Hammet +t, Taunton 

Eacuus, CHar.Les A E, Tuttewham, Surveyor 
11.30 14, Bedford row 

HUMPHREYS, CHARLES DANIBL, Bangor, Bookseller Nov? 
at 12.15 Crypt chmbrs, Chester : 

James, A. T, Queen's rd,South Norwood, G.neral Dealer 
Nov lL atil 232, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 
KENWORTHY, JOHN MAKIN, Windermere, Westmorland 
Nov lat 3 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 

Furness 

Kitvext, JamMEs BARLOW, Hulme, Manchester, Pork 
Butcher Novlat3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manehester 

Kitts, FRANK G, and HENRY MURRAY, Corn Exchange 
chmbrs, Corn Merchants Nov 8 at 12 Bankrupt .y 
bidgs, Carey st 

KURIANSKY, L, Queen's rd, Bayswater, Agent Nov 8 at 
11 Bankruptcy bidas, Carey st 

LAMPROUTI, GIACOMO, Tiptree, Kesex, Company Managing 
Director “Nov 1 at 11,30 Shire Hall, Chelmsford 

Lona, WILLIAM, and WILLIAM Ernest HOLMES, Treorehy, 
Gam, Fruiterers Oct $31at1130 Off Rec, 8t Cather- 
ine's chmbrsa, St Catherine's st, Poutypridd 

Priest, HARRY, Blackburn, Grocer Nov 2 at 11.80 
Re , Byrom st, Manhester 

RoWsoTHAM, ALBERT WILFRED, Westou super Mare, Cal 
Merchant Novi at 11.30 Off Re., 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 

Rows, HELEN Epita, Dyke rd, nr Brighton 
2.30 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl Brighton 

SmirH, Joserpu WILLIAM, Lowe:teft, Grocer Nov 1 at 3 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

S@LOMON, ABRAHAM, Howland st, Tottenham Court md, 

ag Maker Nov 2at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SWINBURNE, WILLIAM, Hawarden, Flint, Traveller Nov 2 
at 11 Off Rec, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

THOMAS. ALFRED, Cwmavon, Glam, Coal Miner Oct 31 at 
‘1 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 

THOMAS, EDWARD, Rhyl, Flint, Stationer Nov 2 at 12 
Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

WESTGATE, KATE STANFORD, Croner Nov 1 at 3.30 
Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

W HITEHEAD, ERNEST W, Albemarle st Bank- 
roptcy bidgs, Carey st 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LimiTEeD 


Oct 31 at 12 


Nov l at 


Nov 2 at 


oft 


Oct 31 at 


of 


Nov 2at12 





PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, Books 
oy REFERENCE, STATEMENTS oO” CLAIM, ANSWERS, 
&e., &¢. 


FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C. 





Nov2 
voaler 


rd 
riand 


orehy, 
ather 


» Off 


, Coal 
in st, 


rt rd, 
ey st 
Nov2 


t 31 at 
wanrea 
» at 12 


w Off 





